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PREFACE 


This book is the substance of several ad- 
dresses made by the author in the Baptist 
Tabernacle of Chattanooga, Tenn., which 
were occasioned by a sermon from Priest 
Francis T. Sullivan of the St. Peter’s Cath- 
olic church. In his sermon Priest Sulli- 
van claimed that there were ‘twenty-three 
million Catholics in America who know they 
are right, and because they know it, they 
are ready to give up even life itself, but 
not their religion.”’ Also, the Priest claimed 
that “the Catholic church is the only church 
that has been since the time of Christ; it 
is the only church not founded by man; it 
was founded by God when Jesus said, ‘Thou 
art Peter, and upon this rock I will build 
My church and the gates of hell shall not 
prevail against it.” 

To refute these statements, and also to 
show that, by the very nature and system of 
Romanism, no consistent member of the 
Roman Catholic church can be a true 100 
per cent American, this book is written and 
sent forth. It is, in the main, a compilation 
of historical facts, and little originality is 
claimed. 

The author holds that the Roman Catho- 
lic church has ceased to function as a spiri- 
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tual body, if it ever did; and is, at its best, 
simply a religio-politico organization. Past 
history shows her domination over govern- 
ments when possible, and her boast is, 
“Rome never changes.” It is no longer a 
secret that the Roman Catholic church in- 
tends to dominate our American govern- 
ment if possible to do so. America is a 
Protestant country, made so by our fore- 
fathers, who left their native land for a 
country of civil and religious liberty, and 
so every true American intends to keep it. 


No thinking person would antagonize the 
Roman Catholic church or religion, perse. 
In this liberty loving country a man has the 
right to worship God according to the dic- 
tates of his conscience, just so that liberty 
does not interfere with the rights of 
others. Hence, we disclaim any ill-will 
toward a Catholic individual, or his religion. 
We hope there are many Roman Catholic 
Christians, made so by simple faith in 
Jesus Christ, irrespective of their religion. 
These we respect as Christians, friends and 
neighbors. It is the Roman “system,” and 
not the Catholic individual, with whom this 
book is dealing. 


The cry of “religious intolerance” is only 
to becloud the issue. Surely the Roman 
church could not afford to press this claim 
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in view of her past history which abounds 
with bitter, cruel, and deadly persecutions. 
Their “Inquisition” stands as undeniable, 
historical evidence to the fact that persecu- 
tion is fundamental in that system. 

The author claims that from the very na- 
ture of Catholicism, it is manifestly impos- 
sible to be a good Catholic and at the same 
time a 100 per cent American, for the 
reason that the elements that go to make a 
good citizen make a bad Catholic. Rome 
stands as the sworn and relentless enemy 
of things most dear to every true American, 
viz: freedom of conscience, both political 
and religious; free speech, free press, free 
schools, civil marriage, and openly declares 
that marriage of Protestants is “filthy con- 
cubinage,”’ and their children illegitimates. 
Also, the Roman Catholic church stands 
against separation of Church and State, a 
fundamental in the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Bishop W. A. Candler, of the Methodist 
Episcopal church, south, recently expressed 
it concisely, as follows: 


‘<The trouble with the Roman Catholic church is 
that it seeks to be both a church and a political 
party. Its arrogant claims of being the only true 
Christian church might be treated with indifference ; 
but when for its head it asserts temporal and civil 
authority, intruding itself by logical consequences 
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into the political affairs of every country which 
it enters, a position is assumed which cannot be 
allowed by any church whatever. 

“‘Tf it must assume such a position, its members 
must not complain if it is met with political opposi- 
tion not offered to any other church... . If it 
were willing to take its place as a church along 
with all other churches, it would be improper to 
meet it with any other attitude than that in which 
we meet all other churches; but it is not willing to 
be only a church. Putting itself into a class to it- 
self by its political animus, it must take all that such 
an improper position makes inevitable; it cannot 
claim the political exemption of a church while it 
asserts political claims as well as _ churchly 
prerogatives. 


The author has quoted freely from the 
following sources, to whom he is grateful: 
Eney. Brit. Abbott’s History of France; 
Yarbrough’s “Roman Church Challenged ;” 
I. M. Haldeman, D.D., J. T. Christian, D.D., 
and others. 


CHAPTER I. 


THE EARLY CHURCH 


History plainly shows that the Roman 
Catholic church is a growth, and does not 
give any exact date of its beginning. It 
must be remembered that the Roman Em- 
pire controlled in the days of our Lord upon 
the earth. In the first and second centuries 
there were many separate little churches, 
some church historians claiming as many 
as twenty thousand, each being presided 
over by a pastor, and having no organic 
connection. There were no church build- 
ings, and on account of awful persecutions, 
the gatherings were small and scattered. 
During the second century the stronger 
churches in the cities sent out preachers who 
organized other churches and which were, 
more or less, under their supervision. As 
these churches grew in number and power, 
the State more and more patronized them, 
and the church and state became more 
and more united. This was favorable 
to episcopal authority of the pastors in the 
larger cities, and especially in the capital 
cities. In the third century this episcopal 
authority was so developed that the diocesan 
system was pretty well established. Out 
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of this grew the Roman Catholic church as 
we have it today. Emperor Constantine 
of the third century committed the great 
crime of Christendom when he married the 
State to the Roman Catholic church, and 
made it the compulsory religion of his 
realm. 


Mr. Loring Brace, a noted writer of the 
Episcopal church, says: 


‘“‘The great disaster which befell Europe in the 
early centuries was when those little spiritual de- 
mocracies called churches, which were planted by 
the Apostle Paul around the Mediterranean Sea, 
were taken over by the Emperor Constantine and 
others and merged into one great State church, be- 
cause up to that time, each little spiritual democ- 
racy had been a center with the truth of the gospel; 
but after the merger took place and the State chureh 
was formed, the church became the instrument of 
designing kings and politicians, and henceforth the 
church was to be used as the instrument for the grat- 
ification of the ambitions of men.”’ 


This was the beginning of the corruption 
of Christianity, and the systems which pre- 
vailed in Europe at the beginning of the 
World-war in 1914 were in the direct line of 
succession to the State churches that began 
in the age of Constantine. 


The Roman Catholic church has no more 
right to say that their’s is the “Mother 
church” founded on the words of Jesus in 
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Matthew 16; 18, than have the Baptist’s to 
say that their church was founded alone on 
the baptism of Jesus by John the Baptist; 
neither of which is true. Scholars know 
that there are two Greek words used in 
Matt. 16;18 as follows: 

“Thou art Peter (Gr. ‘Petros’ meaning a 
small detached stone), and upon this rock 
(Gr. ‘Petra’ meaning a fixed rock), I will 
build My church.” The simple teaching is 
that Peter (Petros) a small, detached, mov- 
able stone, which one might toss about with 
his hand, had made a wonderful confession 
in the preceding verses that Christ was the 
Messiah, and Jesus says, ‘Upon this rock 
(Petra, a fixed rock) will I build My 
church.” That is, the confession of Peter 
“Thou art the Christ—the Messiah,” which 
binds every true believer in the great Uni- 
versal church of God and makes him a lively 
stone in the local assembly of Christ. 

The original word “Church” in the Greek 
has a two-fold meaning: (a) “Ecclesia,” a 
local assembly; (b) the Universal church of 
the saved, the “body of Christ,” composed 
of saved Catholics and Protestants alike. 
This saved body of believers has no name 
or denomination, and is the original 
“Mother” church. 

The Roman Catholic church can well 
claim the first real episcopacy and union 
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of Church and State, which began about the 
third century. She is the oldest and “mother” 
church in that sense. But age is not always 
a criterion of purity. Age often is a sign 
of decay. The early churches of Aposto- 
lie days were numerically small, but true 
and pure. Their growth and power, united 
to state-craft, was the beginning of Spirit- 
ual decline, which led up to the “Dark Age” 
of apostacy. 


CHAPTER II. 


POPEDOM-INFALLIBILITY 


The Roman Catholic system is founded 
upon her claim of INFALLIBILITY 
for her Popes and Church. Upon this she 
stands or falls. No intelligent Romanist 
denies this. To sustain it, their church 
must be the first and only church, and Peter 
the first Pope. 

If the church was built upon Peter as the 
first Pope, the inspired Writer of the Bible 
did not consider him infallible, for He 
speaks of Peter as “Petros,” a little de- 
tached, movable stone, one of the smaller 
stones of the foundation. Surely God would 
not have founded His Church upon a mere 
movable, unstable man. 

If Christ granted infallibility to Peter, 
the dear old fellow did not know or show 
it. Neither did any of the other Apostles. 
While Peter was the chief apostle to the 
Jews, yet as much authority was conferred 
upon the rest of the apostles as upon him. 

If Peter had thought himself an “In- 
fallible Pope,” he would never have writ- 
ten sentences like these: 


‘‘The elders which are among you I exhort, who 
am also an ELDER, and a witness of the suffering 
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of Christ, and also a partaker of the glory that 
shall be revealed: feed the flock of God which is 
among you, taking oversight thereof, not by con- 
straint, but willingly; not for filthy lucre, but of 
a ready mind; neither as being lords OVER GOD’S 
HERITAGE, but being examples to the flock. And 
when the Chief Shepherd shall appear, ye shall re- 
ceive a crown of glory that fadeth not away.’’ 
(1 Pet. 5;1-4.) 

Can you imagine a Roman Catholic Pope 
taking such a lowly seat? None can be 
found in history. 

In the 15th chapter of Acts, the very 
first Council of the early Christian church 
was held, with Peter and the other apostles 
present. A careful reading of it shows 
plainly that Peter did not claim infallibility 
or leadership, but in fact took a secondary 
place. The apostle James appears to be 
the main spokesman, leader, and head of 
the council. He speaks last, a courtesy 
always shown the superior. But notice the 
Scriptures: 

“Then it pleased the apostles and elders, 
WITH THE WHOLE CHURCH, to send 
chosen men of their own company to An- 
tioch with Paul and Barnabas.” 

Certainly if Peter had been the Chief 
Pontiff on that occasion of the first Church 
Council, would he not have done the send- 


ing? _It does not appear, however, that he 
was in it at all. 
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Again: if infallibility was the gift made 
by Christ to Peter in such a solemn man- 
ner, and in the presence of those apostles, 
would not they, and Peter, have been the 
first to believe it and act accordingly upon 
this occasion of the first Church Council? 
Would not they have given to Peter his 
rightful place? 

Note again: Instead of Peter alone, as 
the infallible Pope, confirming the resolu- 
tions sent by this Council, ALL the apos- 
tles signed it as equal judges, equal in power 
and jurisdiction. 

As another evidence that these early 
Apostles did not consider Peter infallible, 
let it be noted that the Bible gives two let- 
ters from Peter, three from John, one each 
from James and Jude, and also the Reve- 
lation. We challenge any one to produce a 
single passage from their writings which 
even intimate that Peter, or his successors, 
possessed extraordinary grace of infalli- 
bility. Does not their silence speak eloquent- 
ly against it? Is it not a thing incredible that 
God would have selected a swearing, Christ- 
denying, vacillating man, upon whom to 
build His church? Is the swearing of Peter 
Pee with infallibility? (Luke 22 :56- 
61 


Again: Paul, the apostle, certainly did 
not believe Peter was infallible. Paul says, 
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“When Peter came to Antioch, I withstood 
him face to face, because he was to be 
blamed.” (Gal. 2:11). Paul never refers 
to Peter as “The Rock,” but constantly 
spoke of Christ as such. Paul made all 
saints (believers) part of the ‘‘building,” 
but Christ the “Chief corner-stone.” (Eph. 
2 :20-22). 


Again: the “beloved John” did not con- 
sider Peter infallible, but placed all the 
Apostles on the same basis and with equal 
power. In Rev. 21:14 he says; 

‘*And the walls of the city had twelve founda- 


tions, and in them the names of the twelve apostles 
of the Lamb.”’ 


Again: Matthew did not consider Peter 
an infallible Pope, for he shows that all final 
appeals must be made to the congregation, 
which was the ultimate authority, and not 
toone man. (Matt. 18;15-17). 

Mark, who was perhaps closer to Peter 
than any other apostle, certainly did not 
consider Peter infallible. He it was who 
wrote the Gospel as preached by Peter, but 
it will be noted that he makes no reference 
to Peter as “The Rock.” In fact, Mark 
puts it this way: “But whom say ye 
that I am? And Peter answered and 
saith unto Him, thou art the Christ,” 
(Mark 8:29). No reference is made here 
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to Peter as the ‘“‘rock,’”’ which cannot be ac- 
counted for if Peter was the infallible 
“Rock” upon which the Church was to be 
built. 

Again: Peter was a married man, (Matt. 
8:14). Our Catholic friends say, ‘““But Peter 
put away his wife after he became Pope.” 
Certainly this is not God’s plan for man and 
wife, and there is no evidence whatever 
that Peter did such a thing. 

Again: It is claimed that Peter exercised 
his Papal authority for twenty-five years in 
Rome. There is not a single Bible proof 
that Peter was ever in Rome. The facts are 
to the contrary. The claim is based wholly 
upon Roman tradition. In the Acts of the 
Apostles, whose writings closed in the year 
A.D. 68, no mention is made of Peter as 
ever having been in Rome. If Peter had 
been in Rome as Pope, do you suppose that 
the apostle Paul would have been so pre- 
sumptuous as to have written his letter to 
the Church at Rome? Paul insisted that he 
never built on “another man’s foundation.” 
Is it not reasonable to suppose that during 
Paul’s long stay in Rome, he would have 
known and made mention of Peter being 
there? Do you think he would have so 
slighted his “infallible Pope?” 

Again: If the apostles in the days of our 
Lord DID NOT believe in the infallibility 
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of Peter, surely they wouid not have trans- 
mitted a known lie to their immediate suc- 
cessors. Even Romanistic theology claims 
that the Scriptures were entirely closed with 
the death of the Apostles, and anything add- 
ed thereafter was purely a human doctrine 
and not divine. History shows plainly 
that the doctrine of infallibility was not pro- 
claimed and decreed until the nineteenth 
century. While this was made an_-article 
of faith at the Vatican Council about 1870, 
the Papal church holds that it merely pub- 
lished to the world at that time a truth that 
had existed from the beginning of the insti- 
tution of the church, and that hence all 
popes and councils up to that time were in- 
fallible. 

Again: That the early “church fathers” 
did not claim infallibility can easily be 
shown from the writings of Roman church- 
men and historians. Leaving the testi- 
mony of the Apostles, and coming down to 
the early church ‘‘fathers,”’ we would natur- 
ally refer first to. CLEMENT I, the Roman 
disciple of Peter. It will be noted from his 
writings that he addresses the Corinthians 
in the most humble language, with no atti- 
tude of authority. His letters are signed not 
as one claiming infallibility for either Peter 
or himself. Also, the letters of Clement were 
signed not as an individual Pontiff, but col- 
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lectively, as coming from the congregation. 
(See Clemens Romanus, by Hefele.) 
Following Clement, comes IGNATIUS, 
who takes the first step toward episcopacy, 
but not Roman infallibility. His writings 
plainly show that while he grants the first 
place to the Roman church in Italy, yet he 
does not over the entire world. In the eyes 
of Ignatius the episcopacy is developing to- 
ward the metropolitan, and to each he makes 
the same concession that he does to Rome. 
Ignatius says nothing about the infallibility 
of any Pope, but on the contrary reduces 
the pontiff to a mere patriarch. (See Igna- 
tius Letters, by Hefele. Also, Ency. Brit). 
Following Ignatius, comes IREMAEUS. 
See in his writings how he assails the man- 
made pontiffs, accusing them of incompe- 
tency, all of which goes to show they were 
not infallible. 
(See his writings, Migne: Patrologia.) 
Then comes HIPPOLYTUS, Bishop of 
Porto. Read his bitter language and cen- 
sure of the pontiffs Zephyrinus and Calix- 
tus. He calls them “weak, loose, ignorant 
and ignoble.”’ Surely he did not consider 
them infallible. (See Migne: Patrologia 
writings of Hypolitus. Also, Ency. Brit.) 
Then comes TERTULLIAN, quoted by 
the Romanists as being one of their strong- 
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est pillars of the church. See how he ener- 
getically reproves the Roman bishop for 
arrogating to himself the title of “Chief 
Pontiff.” If Tertullian had considered this 
self-made: Pontiff “infallible,” would he 
have been denying him that which was his? 

(Read Tertullian: De Pudicitia). 

Next comes the great ORIGEN, the most 
learned historian of early Christendom— 
the man to whom the church is most indebt- 
ed for his writings. Notwithstanding his 
vast knowledge of ancient times, he knew 
nothing of what Romanism now claims as 
its basis and foundation—the INFALLI- 
BILITY OF THE POPE. In his writings 
to the Roman Pontiff he jestingly says: 

“If you suppose that Christ founded His church 
on Peter alone, what role do you assign to the 
other apostles? What do you concede to St. James 


and to St. John, whom Christ also surnamed ‘son 
of thunder,’ to indicate their great importance ?’’ 


Also, the very fact that the early church 
fathers came on such long journeys to their 
Councils is a denial of infallibility, for if 
everything had already been settled by an 


Infallible Pope, why these long journeys b 
the Bishops of old? Ef thst 


Again: History plainly shows that there 
was no infallible pope claimed for Christen- 
dom at the close of the fifth century. 
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In 607 A.D., BONIFACE III. assumed 
the daring title of ‘Universal Bishop,” 
which was given him by that most infamous 
ruler, Emperor Phocas. Even after this 
title was established by Emperor Phocas, 
for centuries the election was participated 
in by the temporal rulers, and from time to 
time the ‘‘pope” was either named, or con- 
firmed by them. However, the office was 
established, and the pope was functioning 
with more or less argumented usurped au- 
thority from century to century, because of 
the forged ‘‘papal decrees.” 


Historians know that the claim of infalli- 
bility given to Peter by the Roman Catholic 
church is fable rather than fact—that these 
early church leaders were known as 
“bishops,” “fathers” or “papa” (pope), 
common to all the leaders, and signified 
no pre-eminence to those who bore it. But 
in the days of Charlemagne the Petrine 
fable had grown upon the Western mind, 
and the Bishop of Rome began to consider 
himself the inheritor of apostolic authority 
and power. This assumption took more de- 
finite shape while Charlemagne lived. His- 
tory shows, however, that Charlemagne’s 
sons and successors proved incapable of ex- 
ercising his power, hence Italy, France and 
Spain only waited for an ambitious and 
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original genius to come to the See of Rome 
inorder to yield to him all that Charle- 
magne had claimed. Such a character was 
found in Nicholas I. 


NICHOLAS I. was the one who is sup- 
posed to have found the “Decrees,” or Papal 
edicts, which came from the hand of some 
imposter; however, he saw a benighted age 
ready to accept these false claims. He 
therefore passed these false ‘‘Decrees” into 
the organic Canon-law of Italy, France and 
Spain, and there they have remained until 
this day. Papal supremacy is founded on 
them the world over. The old “Holy Roman 
Empire” reluctantly received these impious 
frauds, which was the most stupendous 
falsehood the world has ever known. In 
spite of the remonstrances from France 
under the leadership of Archbishop Hino- 
mer, Italy, France, and Spain submitted to 
the overthrow of the ancient Canon and Ni- 
cene constitutions, and bowed to the yoke of 
the new Canon law, of which these fraudu- 
lent Decrees were an essential part. Be- 
cause of these fradulent Decrees, and the 
power of the pope to enforce them, the 
world was given the “Dark Ages,” a period 
of over one thousand years. About the mid- 
dle of the 9th century, the popes were de- 
throning and enthroning temporal rulers. 
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The Eastern part of the Catholic church 
(Greek) never accepted these imposed Papal 
decrees, and retains the Nicene system until 
the present time. The Greek Catholic 
church is really the old historic stem of the 
church, and not the Roman. This Eastern 
(Greek) part of the Catholic church in the 
9th century was more numerous than those 
of the West (Roman), but these fraudulent 
decrees had created the first Pope, and en- 
abled him to make the test of Catholic com- 
munion, so he soon excommunicated the 
Eastern church, and has since produced the 
awful history of the mediaeval Roman Ca- 
tholic church in Western Europe. 


Thus the Papacy was formed on the basis 
of the “Holy Roman Empire,” and arro- 
gated to itself the right to cut off and curse 
the greater part of Christendom, the Greek 
church, with its old patriarchal Sees. So, 
we have in Nicholas I. the first figure in 
history in whose person is concentrated 
what Rome now means by the Papacy. No 
“pope” ever existed prior to this time in 
the sense of her Canon law; and it was not 
until two centuries afterwards that even a 
pope presumed to pronounce that title pe- 
culiar to the Bishop of Rome. 

No one has ever been able to successfully 
trace the succession of Roman Catholic 
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bishops, or popes. ‘The Catholic accounts 
themselves are contradictory. Du Pin, the 
Catholic historian, says: 


‘“‘The game motives carried the Catholics so far 
as to invent false histories, false miracles, and 
false lives of saints, to keep up the piety of the 
faithful.’’ 

Du Pin further says: ‘‘AlIl these Decrees (Pa- 
pal edicts) were unknown to all the ancient fath- 
ers that wrote before the ninth century. Now, 
what rational man can believe that so vast a num- 
ber of letters. composed by so many holy fathers, 
containing so many important points in relation 
to discipline of the church, could be unknown to 
Eusebius (bern 265 died 340); and to Jerome (350- 
420, who translated the Greek Bible into Latin) ; 
and to Augustine (354-480); to St. Basil, and in 
short, to all those authors that have spoken in 
their writings, or who have written upon the dis- 
cipline of the church? Who could have ever 
imagined that the decisions of these Decrees should 
be never so much as quoted in any council or in 
any Canon of law? He that will seriously con- 
sider with himself, that, since these Decrees have 
been imposed upon the world, they have been cited 
in an infinite number of places by Popes, by Coun- 
ceils, and as often by Canonists, will be readily 
convineed that they would have acquired immense 
credit and been often quoted by antiquity if they 
had been genuine and true.’? (See Du Pin, 
‘*Keclesiastical History.’’) 


Those wishing to further investigate the 
frauds regarding these Decrees, and any 
infallibility of the Pope claimed before the 
ninth century, can do so by reading Catho- 
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lie authorities, such as Bishop Haynes, 
London, 1868, to his co-religionist Cardinal 
Manning. Also, Archbishop Hinomar of 
Rheims, in Pritchard’s Hinomar, Oxford, 
1849. Du Pin, the Galliean doctor, ‘Eccle- 
siastical History. London 1693. Fradrys- 
sa’s “Roman Catholicism” translated from 
the Spanish, and others. 

The Encyclopedia Britannica quoting Je- 
rome, the Catholic “saint” of the third cen- 
tury who translated the Greek Bible into 
Latin, concerning the claim of Roman su- 
premacy at that time, says: 


‘‘On this point a passage in Jerome (Ad Tit., i. 7) 
is of special significance. He here expressly at- 
tributes the institution of the episcopal order to 
the necessity which had arisen of repressing the 
numerous schisms in the church; and he goes on 
to observe that bishops would consequently do 
well to bear in mind that their office, with its 
involved authority over presbyters, was to be re- 
garded rather as the result of custom and tradi- 
tion than of divine appointment. 

‘‘As regards any special supremacy attaching 
to the Roman episcopate, the evidence afforded 
by another passage in Jerome is not less notable. 
In one of his most important letters (Ad Rusti- 
eum; Migne, Patrol., XXII. 932) he fully recog- 
nizes the expediency and value of a central su- 
preme authority, vested in a single individual. In 
support of his position he adduces examples from 
the animal kingdom, from the imperial power, 
from the judicial power, from the military power, 
and then goes on to say, ‘so again each church 
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has its one bishop, its one arch-presbyter, its one 
arch-deacon, every ecclesiastical. grade relying on 
its leaders,’ but to the clenching example, deriv- 
able from the supreme pontiff himself, no refer- 
ence is made. It seems, accordingly, an inevitable 
inference that by one of the greatest of the Latin 
fathers, writing at the close of the 4th century, 
the Roman theory of the Popedom was unrecog- 
nized. 


‘“‘But the circumstance which perhaps most con- 
ducted to the acceptance of the Papal pretensions 
was the creation of a new office in the ecclesias- 
tical organization, that of the metropolitan. So 
long as Christianity was the religion only of an 
obscure sect, or of a persecuted minority in the 
Roman state, lying also under the suspicion of 
political disaffection, it probably sought to avoid 
attracting future attention to itself by any elabo- 
rate attempt at organization. At the same time 
the political organization of the empire, from its 
long established and universally recognized terri- 
torial divisions, its system of interecommunication, 
and its arrangement of the executive power, must 
have obviously seemed to furnish the most practi- 
cable outlines for the administration of a great 
and growing ecclesiastical community. 


“‘The chief cities or metropolies of the several 
Roman provinces were accordingly from the first 
selected as the seats of the principal Christian 
churches—Antioch, Corinth, Ephesus, and Thessa- 
lonica respectively, representing the chief ecclesi- 
astical centers of Syria, Achaia, Asia, and Mace- 
donia. And when, again, under Constantine and 
his successors, the distribution of civil authority 
was further modified by the creation of four patri- 
archates, subdivided into twelve ‘dioceses’ or 
major provinces, these changes were soon followed 
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by corresponding modifications on the part of the 
church organization. In this manner we are able 
to understand how it is that we find the bishop 
of Rome successively assuming, as in the pontifi- 
cates of Fabianus and Cornelius, the more extended 
authority of a metropolitan, and, as in the days 
of Julius I. and Siricius, the authority of a patri- 
arch.’’ 


CHAPTER III. 


FRAUDULENT DECREES 


We quote from a translation of the Span- 
ish by 8S. D. F. Salmond, “History of Latin 
Christianity,” vol. 3. 


‘“‘The learned editors of the Edinburgh series 
have given us only a specimen of these frauds, 
which, pretending to be a series of ‘papal edicts’ 
from Clement and his successors during the ante- 
Nicene ages, are, in fact, the manufactured prod- 
uct of the ninth century—the most stupendous im- 
posture of the world’s history, the most success- 
ful and the most stubborn in its hold upon enlight- 
ened nations. Like the mason’s framework of 
lath and scantlings, on which he turns an arch of 
massive stone, the Decrzes served their purpose, 
enabling Nicholas I. to found the Papacy by their 
insignificant aid. That swelling arch of vanity 
onee reared, the framework might be knocked out; 
but the fabric stood, and has borne up every 
weight imposed upon it for ages. Its strong abut- 
ments have been ignorance and despotism. Nich- 
olas produced his flimsy framework of imposture, 
and amazed the whole Church by the audacity of 
the claims he founded upon it. The age, however, 
was unlearned and uncritical; and, in spite of re- 
monstrances from France under lead of Hinemar, 
bishop of Rheims, the West (France, Italy, and 
Spain) patiently submitted to the overthrow of the 
ancient Canons and the Nicene Constitutions, and 
bowed to the yoke of a new canon law, of which 
these frauds were not only made an integral, but 
the essential, part. The East never accepted them 
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for a moment; her great patriarchates retained 
the Nicene System to this day. But, as the estab- 
lished religion of the ‘Holy Roman Empire,’ the 
national churches of Western Europe, one by one, 
succumed to this revolt from historic Catholicity. 

““The Eastern churches were the most numer- 
ous. They stood by the Constitutions confirmed 
by all the OEcumenical Synods; they altered not 
a word of the Nicene Creed; they stood up for the 
great Catholic law ‘Let the ancient customs pre- 
vail.’ 

‘“‘The Papacy created the Western schism, and 
contrived to call it ‘the schism of the Greeks.’ 
The Decrees had created the Papacy, and; they 
enabled the first Pope to assume that communion 
with himself as the test of Catholic communion; 
hence his excommunication of the Easterns, which, 
after brief intervals of relaxation, settled into the 
chronic schism of the Papacy, and produced the 
awful history of the mediaeval Church in West- 
ern Europe. 

“‘In naming Nicholas I. as the founder of the 
Papacy, and the first Pope, I merely reach the 
logical consequence of admitted facts and demon- 
strated truths. I merely apply the recognized 
principles of modern thought and scientific law to 
the science of history, and dismiss the technology 
of empiricism in this science, as our age has abol- 
ished similar empiricisms in the exact sciences. 
For ages after Copernious, even those who basked 
in the light of the true system of the universe went 
on in the old ruts, talking as if the Ptolemaic 
theory were yet a reality; and so the very his- 
torians whose lucid pages explode the whole fab- 
ric of the Papal communion, still go on, in the 
language of fable, giving to the early Bishops of 
Rome the title of ‘Popes;’ counting St. Peter as 
the first Pope; bewildering the student by many 
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confusions of fact with fable; and conceding to 
the modern fabric of Romanism the name of ‘The 
Catholic Church,’ with all the immense advantages 
that accrue to falsehood by such a surrender of 
truth, and the consequent endowment of imposture 
with the raiment and the domain of Apostolic an- 
tiquity. 

The student notes the following funda- 
mental facts: 


‘‘1, That the name PAPA was common to all 
bishops, and signified no pre-eminence in those who 
bore it. 


‘‘2. That the Apostolic Sees were all equally 
accounted matrices of unity, and the roots of other 
Catholie churches. 


‘*3. That, down to the Council of Nicaea, the 
whole system of the Church was framed on this 
principle, and that these were the ‘ancient cus- 
toms’ which that council ordained to be perpetual. 


‘4. That ‘because it was the old capital of the 
empire,’ and for no other reason (the Petrine idea 
never once mentioned) the primacy of honor was 
eonceded to Old Rome, and equal honor to New 
Rome, because it was the capital. (Compare these 
Canons: Nicaea VI: Constantinople ii, iii: Ephesus 
VIII: and Chaleedon XXVIII.) 


““TIt was to be named second on the list of patri- 
archates, but to be in no wise inferior to Old, Rome; 
while the ancient and all-commanding patriarchate 
of Alexandria yielded this credit to the parvenu 
of Byzantium only on the principle of the Gospel, 
‘in honour preferring one another,’ and only be- 
cause the imperial capital must be the centre of 
Catholic concourse. 
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_ “Now, the rest of the story must be sought 
in post-Nicene history. The salient points 
are as follows: 


“‘1. The mighty centralization about Constan- 
tinople; the three councils held within its walls; 
the virtual session of the other councils under its 
eaves; the inconsiderable figure of ‘Old Rome’ in 
strictly ecclesiastical history; her barrenness of lit- 
erature, and of great heroic sons, like Athanasius, 
and Chrysostom in the East, and Cyprian and 
Augustine in the West; and her Decadence as a 
capital—had led Jeo I. and others after him, to 
dwell upon ‘St. Peter,’ and to favour new ideas 
of his personal greatness, and of a transmitted 
granduer as the inheritance of his successors. As 
yet, these were but ‘great swelling words of van- 
ity’; but they led to the formulated fraud of the 
Decrees. 


‘“*9. Ambition once entering the pale of Cath- 
olicity, we find a counter idea to that of the coun- 
ceils at the root of the first usurpation of unscrip- 
tural dignity. John, ‘the Faster,’ bishop of New 
Rome, conceived himself not merely equal (as the 
councils had decreed) to the bishop of Old Rome, 
but his superior, in view of the decrepitude of the 
latter, and its occupation by the Goths, while the 
imperial dignity of Constantinople was now ma- 
tured. He called himself ‘OEcumenical Bishop.’ 

“‘8. Gregory was then bishop of ‘Old Rome,’ 
and that was the time to assert the principle of 
the Decrees, had any such idea ever been heard 
of. How did he meet his brother’s arrogance? Not 
appealing to Decrees, not by asserting that such 
was his own dignity derived from St. Peter, but 
by protesting against such abasement of all the 
other patriarchs and all other bishops (who were 
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all equals) and by denouncing the impious assump- 
tion of such a nefarious title to denote a ‘forerun- 
ner of Antichrist.’ Plainly, then, there was no 
infallible ‘Pope’ known to Christendom at the close 
of the sixth century. 

‘“‘4. But hardly was Gregory in his grave when 
court policy led the Emporor Phocas (one of the 
most infamous of men) to gratify the wicked am- 
bition of the new bishop of Rome by giving him 
the titular honour of being a ‘forerunner of Anti- 
christ.’ Boniface III (607 A. D.) assumed the dar- 
ing title of ‘Universal Bishop.’ But it was a mere 
court-title: the church never recognized it; and 
so it went down to his successors as mere. ‘sound- 
ing brass and a tinkling cymbal’ till the days of 
Charlemagne.”’ 


In regard to the authorship and date of 
these false Decrees, Dean Milman says: 


‘‘The author or authors of this most audacious 
and elaborate of pious frauds are unknown; the 
date and place of its compilation are driven into 
such narrow limits that they may be determined 
within a few years, and within a very circum- 
scribed region. The false Decrees came not from 
Rome; the time of their arrival at Rome, after they 
were known beyond the Alps, appears almost cer- 
tain. In one year Nicholas I. is apparently igno- 
rant of their existence; the next he speaks of them 
with full knowledge. They contain words mani- 
festly used at the Council of Paris A.D. 829, conse- 
quently are of later date. They were known to 
the Levite Benedict of Mentz, who composed a 
supplement to the collection of capitularies by An- 
segise, between A.D. 840-847. The city of Mentz 
is designated with nearly equal certainty as the 
place in which, if not actually composed, they were 
first promulgated as the canon of Christendom.’’ 


CHAPTER IV. 


CHARACTER OF POPES 


As we study the moral characters of 
many of the popes who followed the claim 
of the first ‘‘Universal Bishop” in the sixth 
century, how can we reconcile their claim 
of infallibility? There were, perhaps, some 
good and moral popes from the sixth cen- 
tury to the present, but if there was one 
bad among them, this breaks the chain of 
‘Snfallible popes of Apostolic succession.” 
‘We will only mention the moral characters 
of a few bad ones which universal history 
records: 

BONIFACE III. 606. This is the first ‘‘ Universal 
Bishop,’’ as the term is now understood. 
This title was conferred by the _ blood- 
handed monster and murderer, Emperor Pho- 
cas. 

STEPHEN IV. 768. A ‘‘holy terror’’; assisted in 


the torture of his enemies and pointed out 
new victims. 


LEO III. 795. Priests tried to kill him; cut out 
part of his tongue and greatly damaged his 
eyes. 


PASCHAL I. 817. Instigated murder. 


GREGORY IV. 827. A very bad man; caused 
rebellion against a king. 
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SERGIUS Il. 844. Like Sergius I. was a very bad 
man. It is said that his name was ‘‘Os Por- 
co’? meaning ‘‘Hog Snout,’? which was 
changed after being made God’s substitute 
on earth. 


JOAN, Popess. 855. The Roman church denies 
that this woman ever served as Pope one 
year in disguise. Platina, a Catholic his- 
torian of the 15th century, being Librarian 
of the Vatican, had access to all its records. 
He wrote the history of the Popess, calling 
her John VIII. 


NICHOLAS I. (The Great) 858. The bishop of 
Coligne wrote of him; ‘‘Rome is the resi- 
dence of demons, and thou, pope, are its 
satan.”’ 


ADRIAN II. 867. ‘Was married. He had a beau- 
tiful daughter. The son of bishop Arsenes 
ran away with her. Being persecuted he 
killed the pope’s wife and the girl. 


MARINUS I. 882. Died from the effects of a 
nameless disease. 


FORMOSUS I. 891. During his five year reign as 
pope, he used his guards to kill out half of 
the people of Rome. 

STEPHEN VII. 897. Abrogated the decrees of 
Formosus I. Had his body exhumed and 
ordered two fingers cut from his right hand, 
and buried him as a layman. Here is one 
‘infallible’? pope abrogating the Decree of 
another ‘‘infallible’’? pope. Stephen is said 
to have been strangled to death. 


ROMANUS. 898. Disavowed and abrogated all 
the acts and Decrees of Stephen. 
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THEODORUS II. 898. Rescinded and abrogated 
acts and Decrees of his prodecessors. 


JOHN IX. 898. He ‘‘damns’’ all Stephen did, and 
restored decrees of Formosus, causing riots, 
and had to flee the city. Between 896 and 
898 there were no less than five different 
popes. Peter’s “‘chair’’ seemed not so very 
healthy at that time. 


LEO V. 908. Was east into prison by Christo- 
phorus, his rival, where he died. 
At this period, historians say: 
‘““We see in Rome nothing but debauchery, 
dissolution, drunkenness and impurity; the 
houses of the priests have become shameful 
retreats of prostitutes, jugglers and sodo- 
mites; they gamble by night and day in the 
residence of the Pope.’’ 


SERGIUS III. 904. Had Christophorus removed 
from the monastery and put in prison; res- 
einded all the Decrees of Formosus, and 
afterwards died from excessive licentious- 
ness. Historians say that this Pope had 
children by his coneubine, Marozia, who 
afterwards became Popes. 


JOHN X 904. Was the son of a nun and a 
priest. Theodora, the mother of Marozia, 
one of the mistresses of Pope Sergius, became 
the mistress of Pope John X. who secured 
his elevation to Peter’s ‘‘chair’’ through her 
influence. Marozia left her husband in favor 
of this pope. She became jealous of his 
intercourse with her mother and sister, and 
had her husband to force entrance into the 
Lateran palace, murder the pope’s brother, 
put the pope in prison and strangle him to 
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death between mattresses. Think of such a 
pope as this holding the place of God on the 
earth for sixteen years? 


JOHN XI. 936. The infamous Marozia now ruled 
things, civil and ecclesiastical, in Rome. She 
caused her son, begotten by pope Sergius, 
to be made Pope John XI. She poisoned her 
husband Guy, ruler of Rome, and became 
the mistress of her own son, Pope John XI. 
She married Hugh, half brother to Guy, and 
made him Governor of Rome. Her illegiti- 
mate son, Alberic, wrestled the city from 
his step-father Hugh, became his mother’s 
paramour, imprisoned his pope brother John 
XI, where he died. 


JOHN XII. 956. This Vice-gerent of Christ was 
a son of Marozia and his own brother, Albe- 
ric, was his father. Marozia had made him 
Pope while he was between 12 and 18 years 
old. Under his reign the Lateran palace be- 
came a brothel. He caused wives, widows, 
and virgins to be carried off from the steps 
of the altar. 

LEO VIII. 964. Because of the wrangle between 
Benedict V. and Leo VIIIJ., King Otho de- 
eided he would thereafter appoint the Popes, 
deciding here in favor of Leo. This pope 
was imprisoned but released. 

BENEDICT VI. 972. A bad man, and strangled 
to death by the citizens. 

BONIFACE VII. A notorious character. Seized 
the Papal chair, was driven from Rome, stole 
the consecrated vessels, died in a debauch. 

BENEDICT VII. 975. Gave an entertainment at 
the Vatican palace; had sixty of the invited 
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guests lead out and pitilessly massacred by 
soldiers. He is said to have been assassi- 
nated. 


JOHN XIV. 984. Was seized and put in prison 
by ex-pope Benedict and starved to death. 


JOHN XV. 985. Son of a priest, Leo; hated by 
the people and driven from Rome. 


JOHN XVI. 996. The deposed pope, Gregory V. 
came into power, had John’s eyes put out, 
his nose and ears cut off, from the effects 
of which he died. 


SYLVESTER II. 999. Platina, the Catholic his- 
torian, says, that this pope made a deliberate 
sale of himself to the devil, and had frequent 
conversations with him. 


-SERGIUS IV. 1009. Was the son of a priest. 


BENEDICT VIII. 1012. Was unseated by one 
faction; rallied his forces and regained the 
Chair; accused the Jews of being responsible 
for earthquake, and had many of them. put 
to death. 


JOHN XIX. 1024. Was hated by the people, who 
tried to assassinate him; driven from Rome, 
taking refuge in Germany, and reinstated by 
the Emperor of Germany. 


BENEDICT IX. 1033. Made pope at age of 12, 
deposed at 18; reinstated by Emperor Con- 
rad; again deposed by the people at 23 be- 
eause of gross immorality and cruelty. 


SYLVESTER III. 1044. Served 49 days and 
driven from the city; Benedict returned, oc- 
eupied the Chair for a short time, sold it to 
John for 15,000 pounds, duly ‘‘consecrated’’ 


38 ROMANISM YS. AMERICANISM 


him Pope. After spending the money re- 
ceived from the sale of the office to John, 
Benedict returned and took Peter’s chair 
away from him. 


At this time there were three Popes, each 
one claiming to be the ‘infallible’ head of 
the ONLY true Church established by 
Christ—one at St. Peter’s, one at Lateran, 
and one at St. Majora. 


GREGORY VI. 1044. He purchased the throne 
from the three anti-popes, which gave the 
Roman Catholic church FOUR popes or liv- 
ing heads. He had many wealthy citizens 
put to death and confiscated their property, 
being afterwards deposed by an army under 
Emperor Henry. 


CLEMENT II. 1046. The Emporer called a 
church council to select a pope. Not a priest 
could be found fit to hold the ‘‘Chair’’ so 
he appointed Sudiger. Platina, the Catholic 
historian says he was subsequently poisoned 
by Benedict, who had been deposed three 
times. 


DAMASCUS II. 1048. Following Clement, for 
the fourth time Benedict reseated himself in 
the Papal chair, to be again driven out by the 
people, after which Damascus was made 
pope. Benedict poisoned Damascus and for 
the fifth time reigned as Pope, to be again 
driven out by the people. 


BENEDICT X. Was declared illegally 
elected by Archdeacon Hildebrand (later 
known as Gregory VII) and deposed. 
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GREGORY VII. 1073. We are now to consider 
a man who is said by many to have been the 
greatest, and perhaps the most infamous, of 
all the popes—Hildebrand, as Gregory VII. 
He declared that ““‘marriage attaches the 
Clergy to the State, and estranges them from 
the church’’ (i. e., from the Pope). He ex- 
communicated King Henry of Germany; 
was charged with having poisoned seven 
popes, and attempted the lives of several 
temporal rulers. In the Council of Worms 
he was declared to be ‘‘an apostate monk, 
who adulterates the Bible, suits the books of 
the fathers to the wants of his execrable am- 
bition, and pollutes justice by becoming at 
once accuser, witness and judge. Endeavors 
to oblige kings and bishops to pay the papal 
eourt for their diadems and mitres.’’ He 
was deposed by this council. Here is an 
‘“infallible pope’’ being deposed by an ‘‘in- 
fallible council,’’ as the Church of Rome 
teaches that both are infallible. Hildebrand 
cursed and excommunicated King Henry and 
absolved all his subjects from their allegiance 
to him. The bishops and intelligent element 
supported the king for awhile, but eventually 
went over to the pope. King MHenry’s 
mother, Empress Agnes, his aunt, the Duchess 
Beatrice, and cousin, Matilda, daughter of 
Beatrice, were at that time living at the 
palace of the pope. Beatrice owned large 
estates in Italy, while Matilda, as the wife 
of Godfrey the Hunchback, was more power- 
ful. These two women renounced Henry in 
favor of Hildebrand, Matilda being publicly 
recognized as the pope’s mistress at this time. 
Being a friend of the king, her husband was 
feared, and Matilda was instrumental in hav- 
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ing him killed on the night of February 20th, 
1076. As a mark of gratitude rendered by 
Matilda, and not to be bothered by this 
woman’s mother, he enticed Beatrice to spend 
the night with him, having her murdered in 
the morning. Matilda now established her- 
self in the Lateran palace as the inseparable 
companion of Gregory, meeting in consulta- 
tions with cardinals, and sharing the rooms 
of the pope. 


He caused King Henry to be deserted by 
the nobility, ecelesiastics, and common peo- 
ple, which forced the king to yield to every 
demand of the pope, and go to Rome to see 
him. Taking alarm at the demeanor of 
Henry’s friends, however, Hildebrand, ac- 
companied by Matilda, fled to Augsburg and 
shut himself up in the castle Canossa, which 
belonged to Matilda. When king Henry ar- 
rived at the pope’s retreat, he had to divest 
himself of all ensigns of royalty and clothe 
himself in sackcloth as an acknowledgment, 
of his unworthiness to reign, in order to 
gain an audience. In this predicament, scan- 
tily clad, he was exposed for three days and 
nights to the severe cold of a European win- 
ter. Having compassion on him, his cousin 
Matilda, arranged an audience for him with 
‘his holiness.’’ 


At the Provincial Synod held in Lombardy, 
the Bishops again excommunicated Hilde- 
brand and, because of the debasing coward- 
ice of Henry, selected Rudolph for king. 
Henry raised an army to fight Gregory, and 
was excommunicated. The pope also de- 


clared Rudolph king, the decree ending with 
these words: 
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‘“We declare Rudolph lawful king of the 
Teutonic States, and WE grant to all who 
shall betray Henry absolution from all their 
sins and the blessings of Christ in this world 
and the next.”’ 

Defeating Rudolph, Henry was again pro- 
claimed Emperor of Germany. He called a 
council at Brixen, had Hildebrand deposed, 
and the bishop of Ravenna made pope, known 
as Clement III. 

Learning that King Henry performed his 
devotions at a certain church, Hildebrand 
won over the cardinal-priest in charge who 
attempted to kill the king at the altar. The 
plans miscarried, however, and the priest was 
eut to pieces by Henry’s guards, dragged 
through the streets and thrown into the 
sewer. Henry had to return to Germany to 
defend his interests against Matilda. In the 
meantime, Guiscard captured Rome, restored 
Hildebrand, who again excommunicated 
Henry as well as Clement III., after which 
he retired to a distant retreat and died from 
fever brought on by the victorious return 
of Henry—died cursing his brother ‘‘divine 
right’’ ruler the king, and his brother-god, 
Clement ITI. 


This so-called Vice-gerent of Jesus Christ, 
this holder of the place of God Almighty on 
the earth, this infamous character, is now 
on the Roman Catholic calendar as a “Saint” 
to be invoked by all the “faithful”? Catho- 
lies for all time. God forbid. 

In memory of her paramour, Pope Hilde- 
brand, Matilda cut off all her natural rela- 
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tives, and bequeathed her vast wealth to 
the Papacy. 


We could name scores of ‘“‘popes” whose 
characters are as black as those mentioned, 
but space will not permit. History abounds 
with such from the sixth to the nineteenth 
century. “A tree is known by its fruit.” 
What sort of a “tree” is it that gave the 
world the ‘‘infallible popes?” These men 
would not have been referred to were it not 
for the fact that they claimed to hold upon 
this earth the place of God Almighty, with 
the power to declare what shall be accepted 
as an article of faith by the whole world; 
yet at the same time, as men, they could be 
full of sin, fallible, and capable of error. 


Roman Catholics claim that the word of 
the Pope is as the Word of God; that the 
Pope is the Vice-gerent of Christ on the 
earth. Then to be a consistent Romanist 
he is bound to obey the word of the Pope 
rather than the law of his land, which in 
this country precludes him from being a 
100 per cent American. Is it any wonder 
that the great English statesman, Glad- 
stone, says: 


‘“‘No man can become her convert without re- 
nouncing his moral and mental freedom, and plac- 
ng his civil loyalty and duty at the mercy of an- 
other. 
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Is it not marvelous how millions of peo- 
ple through the years have followed blindly 
and superstitiously the “traditions of the 
fathers” and the ignorance of Romanism? 
The Papal Index makes it impossible to 
awaken true Roman Catholics; their knowl- 
pee must be secured through the priest- 

ood. 


CHAPTER V. 
OATH OF BISHOP’S AND LAYMEN 


In order that one may see how completely 
the Roman Catholic system has control 
of its subjects, it is necessary to study the 
“Oaths” of its: Bishops, Jesuits, laymen, 
and the “Bull of Excommunication.” 

Let it be remembered that when the 
Church speaks “‘it is the voice of God,” and 
the word of the Pope is as the word of God 
for all catholics. 

In reading after Roman Catholics, or in 
hearing them talk, always bear in mind 
that they do not use the words God, Jesus, 
Divine, Christian, or anything expressive 
of God, His attributes or connections, as 
Protestants use these words. When Roman 
Catholics use these words they refer to the 
Pope, or Papal power. The Pope is “God” 
to them. Christianity, to the Catholic, is 
the Roman Catholic church, for all things 
outside of that Church is a “damnable 
heresy,” to use the words of Pope Pius IX. 

It can easily be seen then why a Roman 
Catholic will follow the laws of his church 
rather than those of his country, and if the 
test came just which he would choose. 
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We quote the Bishops Oath as printed in 
Latin originally from the “Pontificale 
Romanum,” which has the approval of 
Pope Leo XIII, who lived as late as 1903, 
and translated into English. 


BISHOP’S OATH 


“*T. N., of the Church of N., from henceforward 
will be faithful and obedient to St. Peter the Apos- 
tle, and to his holy successors e&nonically coming 
in. I will neither advise, consent, or do anything 
that may lose life or member, or that their persons 
may be seized, or hands otherwise laid upon them, 
or any injuries offered to them under any pre- 
tense whatsoever. The council which they shall en- 
trust to me withal, by themselves, their messen- 
gers, or letters, I will not knowingly reveal to any 
to their prejudice. I will help them to defend and 
keep the Roman Papacy and the Royalties of St. 
Peter (saving my order) against all men. The 
legate of the Apostolic See, going and coming, I 
will honorably treat and help in his necessities. 
The rights, honors, privileges, and authority of the 
Roman church, of our Lord, the Pope, and his afore- 
said successors, I will endeavor to preserve, de- 
fend, increase and advance. I will not be in any 
council, action, or treaty in which shall be plotted 
against our said Lord, and the said Roman church, 
anything to the hurt or prejudice of their persons, 
right, honor, state or power: and if I shall know 
of any such thing to be treated or agitated by any 
whatsoever I will hinder it to my power and as 
soon as I ean I will signify it to our said Lord, or 
by some other by whom it may come to his knowl- 
edge. The rules of the Holy Fathers, the Apostolic 
decrees, ordinances or disposals, reservations, pro- 
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visions, and mandates, I will observe with all my 
might and cause to be observed by others. HERE- 
TICS, SCHISMATICS, AND REBELS TO OUR 
SAID LORD OR HIS "AFORESAID SUCCESSORS 
I WILL TO MY UTMOST POWER PERSECUTE 
AND WAGE WAR WITH. I will come to a Coun- 
cil when I am called, unless I be hindered by a 
canonical impediment. I will by myself in person 
visit the threshold of the Apostles every three 
years, and give an account to our Lord and his 
aforesaid successors of all my pastoral office, and 
of all things anywise belonging to the state of my 
church, to the discipline of my clergy and people, 
and lastly to the salvation of souls committed to 
my trust; and will in like manner humbly receive 
and diligently execute the Apostolic commands. 
And if I be detained by a lawful impediment, I 
will perform all things aforesaid by a certain mes- 
senger hereto specially empowered, a member of my 
chapter or some other in ecclesiastical dignity or 
else having a parsonage; or in default of these, by 
a priest of the diocese; or in default of one of the 
clergy (of the diocese) by some other secular or 
regular priest of approved integrity and religion, 
fully instructed in all things above mentioned. And 
such impediment I shall make out by lawful proofs 
to be transmitted by the aforesaid messenger to the 
Cardinal proponent of the Holy Church in the Con- 
gregation of the Sacred Council. The possessions 
belonging to my table I will neither sell nor give 
away, nor mortgage, nor grant anew in fee, any- 
wise alienate, not even with the consent of the chap- 
ter of my church, without consulting the Roman 
Pontiff. And if I shall make any alienation, I will 
thereby incur penalties contained in a certain con- 
stitution put forth about this matter. So help me 
God and there Holy Gospels of God.’’ 
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It will be noted that every Bishop takes 
the oath to ‘‘PERSECUTE AND MAKE 
WAR WITH ALL HERETICS” (protes- 
tants) and that the commands of the Holy 
Fathers will be observed and cause to be ob- 
served by others. This Bishop’s Oath gives 
the very essence of Popery when dealing 
with the rest of the world, and speaks in 
flaming words to every American citizen 
against committing the interests of a city, 
state, or nation into the hands of any follow- 
er of Romanism. 


Leo XIII, in his Encyclical Letters, page 
153, expresses in part the spirit of this 
Oath, and how all catholics must understand 
its provisions, when he said, speaking of the 
Papal religion: “To allow people to go un- 
harmed who violate or destroy it, would be 
most impius, most foolish, and most in- 
human.” 

This means that a Catholic would have no 
piety or religion—would have no good sense, 
and would himself be as a beast (inhuman) 
in conduct, if he did not destroy a Protes- 
tant under certain conditions, if it could be 
safely done. 

Hence we see why Romanism wants to in- 
crease her power; by flooding our country 
with foreigners, getting our Indians, and 
is now concentrating on winning the Ameri- 
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can negro. This is the Oath that makes 
and binds a person as a Catholic. 


No reputable Catholic will deny this 
Bishop’s Oath, for it is in book form by their 
own publishers, bearing the approval of 
Pope Leo XIII, and can easily be produced. 


LAYMEN’S OATH 


To understand how laymen of the Roman 
Catholic church are joined to the Pope 
through the Bishop’s Oath, we must know 
just what relation the Bishop sustains to 
the Pope. Pope Leo XIII. furnishes this 
information : 


‘In defining the limits of the obedience owed to 
the pastors of souls, but most of all to the authority 
of the Roman Pontiff, it must not be supposed that 
it is only to be yielded in relation to dogmas of 
which the obstinate denial can not be disjoined from 
the CRIME OF HERESY. Nay, it is not enough 
sincerely and firmly to assent to doctrines which, 
though not defined by any solemn pronouncement 
of the church, are by her proposed to belief, as 
divinely revealed, in her common and universal 
teaching, and which the Vatican Council declared 
are to be believed with Catholic and divine faith. 
But this likewise must be reckoned amongst the 
duties of all Christians, (Catholics) that they allow 
themselves to be RULED AND DIRECTED BY 
THE AUTHORITY AND LEADERSHIP OF 
BISHOPS, and above all by the Apostolic See.’’ 
(page 194 Ene. Let.) 
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*“The like disposition and the same order should 
prevail in every Christian state by so much the 
more that the political prudence of the Pontiff 
embraces diverse and multiform things; for it is 
his charge not only to rule the Church, but generally 
so to REGULATE the actions of Christian citizens 
that they may be IN APT CONFORMITY to their 
hope of gaining eternal salvation. Whence it is 
clear that in addition to the complete accordance of 
thought and deed, the faithful (laymen) should 
imitate the practical political wisdom of the eccles- 
iastical authority. Now the administration of 
Christian affairs immediately under the Roman 
Pontiff APPERTAINS TO THE BISHOPS, who, 
although they attain not to the summit of pontifical 
power, ARE NEVERTHELESS TRUE PRINCES 
- IN THE ECCLESIASTICAL HIERARCHY... . 
They have members of the clergy (priests) to share 
their duties and carry out their decisions. EVERY 
ONE has to regulate HIS MODE OF CONDUCT 
according to THIS CONSTITUTION OF THE 
CHURCH WHICH IS NOT IN THE POWER OF 
ANY MAN TO CHANGE. Consequently, just as 
in the exercise of their episcopal authority the 
Bishops ought to be united with the Apostolic See, 
so should the members of the clergy and the LAITY 
live in close union with their Bishop.’’ (pg. 202.) 


So it will be clearly seen that the Catholic 
bishop, priest, and laymen are all joined to- 
gether by the Bishop’s Oath. This oath is 
certainly anti-American, and it breathes the 
natural spirit of Papalism and the Roma 
Catholic church. 
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The Laymen’s Oath, in part, as given in 
Gibbon’s Manual of Prayers, is as follows: 


oct , believe in the holy, Catholic, Apostolic, 
Roman to be the only true church established 
on earth by Jesus Christ, to which I submit my- 
self with my whole heart. I believe ALL the arti- 
cles she proposes to my belief, and I reject and 
condemn all that she rejects and condemns, and 
I am READY TO OBSERVE ALL THAT SHE 
COMMANDS ME. And especially I profess to be- 
lieve.. 

“Mhe primacy, not only of honor, but also of 
jurisdiction, of the Roman Pontiff, successor to St. 
Peter, Prince of the Apostles, Vicar of Jesus 
Christ ; 

‘‘Veneration of the saints and their images; 

‘“‘The authority of the Apostolic and EKeclesias- 
tical Traditions, and the Holy Scriptures which 
we must interpret and understand only in the sense 
which our holy mother the Catholic church has held 
and does hold; 

‘And everything else that has been defined and 
declared by the Sacred Canons and by the General 
Councils, and particularly by the Holy Council of 
Trent, and delivered, defined and declared by the 
General Council of the Vatican, especially concern- 
ing the Primacy of the Roman Pontiff, and his 
infallible teaching authority. 

‘With a sincere heart, therefore, and with un- 
feigned faith, I detest and abjure every error, 
heresy and SECT opposed to the said Holy, Cath- 
olic, and Apostolic Roman church. So help me 
God, and these Holy Gospels, which I touch with 
my hands.’’ 


Is it any wonder that a Catholic layman 
“detests” and hates every “sect” (or protes- 
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tant) that opposes Romanism? He has 
taken a solemn oath to do so. Is it Christian 
or even humanitarianism? It is in perfect 
accord with the Bishop’s Oath which prom- 
ises to “persecute and wage war” with 
the Protestant “heretics.” Surely a Catho- 
lic layman has no chance for the exercising 
of freedom of conscience. 


OATHS BROKEN BY POPES 


Scores of times in the past history rec- 
ords where Popes have broken their oaths 
with the heretics, or Protestants. The Pope 
through his priests claim the right to ab- 
-solve from oaths taken with heretics, and 
to forgive sin. We claim that no one can 
be a worthy American citizen under that 
law, nor be worthy who does not resist it. 

A few examples of broken oaths with 
protestants are given, as follows: 

Decree of: 
COUNCIL OF CONSTANCE: ‘‘Keep no faith with 
heretices’’ (protestants. ) 


John Huss was roasted and put to death by 
authority of this decree. 

POPE PIUS IV. (1559) Annuled the Oath of al- 
legiance sworn to Queen Elizabeth by her 
subjects. 

POPE PAUL 1605: Canonized Gregory VII. for 
breaking his Oath with Henry IV. of Ger- 
many. 
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POPE GREGORY VII.: Absolved the subjects of 
the German kingdom of all allegiance to 
their ruler (Bruys. Vol. 4, p. 502). 


POPE INNOCENT X. (1644): Decreed that civil 
contracts, promises or oaths, of Catholics 
with heretics, because they were ‘‘heretics’’ 
may be dissolved by the Pontiff. (Canon 14. 
Cis-Alt. Battle, p. 54.) 


POPE URBAN II.: Decreed that: ‘‘Subjects are 
by no authority constrained to pay fidelity 
which they have sworn to a Christian prince 
(protestant) who opposes God and his saints 
or violateth their precepts.’’ (Pithou. p. 
260. Cis-Alt. Battle p. 97.) 


POPE SIXTUS V.: Decreed against Henry, king 
of Navarre: ‘‘We deprive them and their 
posterity forever of their dominions and 
kingdoms. By the authority of those pres- 
ent we do absolve and set free all persons, 
as well jointly as severally, from any such 
oath and from all allegiance whatever in re- 
gard to dominion, fealty and obedience, and 
do charge and forbid all and every one of 
them that they do not dare to obey them, 
or any of their admonitions, laws, and com- 
mands.’’ (Bull Sixtus V. Cis-Alt. Battle 
p. 100.) 


CANON LAW: The Third Canon of the fourth 
General Council of Lateran, says: ‘‘If he 
(the temporal prince who neglects to purge 
his territory of heretics) refuses to give 
satisfaction within one year, let it be signi- 
fied to the Pope, that he may release his 
subjects from their allegiance, and give his 
territory to be occupied by the faithful, who 
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having exterminated the heretics, may quiet- 
ly possess it.”’? (Gregory IV. vol 5. Cis-Alt. 
Battle, p. 54.) 


In view of the foregoing, it can easily be 
seen with what little respect a foreign 
Roman Pontiff would pay to the Oath of 
Allegiance given by one of his subjects to 
the American government, and also how his 
subject would treat it if the question of 
choice should arise between Romanism and 
Americanism. It is not strange that the 
following expression should come from the 
1879 Encyclical of Pope Leo XIII: 


‘““The Church of Rome is one monarchy over all 
the kingdoms, as the mind and soul of the body of 
the man, or as God in the world. Therefore, the 
Church of Rome must not only have the spiritual 
power, but also the supreme temporal power.”’ 


This same Pope in his Encyclical of No- 
vember 7th, 1885, said: 


‘“‘We exhort all Catholics to devote careful at- 
tention to public matters, and take part in all 
municipal affairs and elections and all public serv- 
ices, meetings and gatherings. All Catholics must 
make themselves felt as active elements in the daily 
political life in the countries where they live. 
Hence, Catholics have just reason to enter into po- 
litical life; futhermore, it is generally fitting and 
salutary that Catholics should extend their efforts 
beyond this restricted sphere and give their atten- 
tion to National politics.’’ 


ARCHBISHOP IRELAND says: ‘‘We can have 
the United States in ten years, and I want 
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to give you three points for consideration. 
the Indian, the Negroes, and the Common 
schools.”’ 


From the testimony of their own wit- 
nesses it is quite evident that Rome is after 
uniting her Church with this country, mak- 
ing it Catholic, dominating her laws and 
their enforcement. Two perfect govern- 
ments are claiming supremacy in America, 
and sooner than we anticipate the American 
Congress and people will have to settle this 
question. The welfare of the entire world 
depends upon America in this matter. Shall 
we not recall the words of the great Apostle 
Paul, when he says: “Awake thou that 
sleepest.” 


CHAPTER VI. 


JESUIT OATH, 
and 
CURSE OF EXCOMMUNICATION 


Ignatius Loyola was the founder and ori- 
ginator of the society of Jesuits, and main- 
tained among its members the impious as- 
sumption of his equality with God and his 
possession of miraculous powers. They 
claimed that he performed more miracles 
than did Jesus Christ, and his hold upon an 
ignorant and superstitious people was won- 
derful. He had complete mastery over 
them, and they rendered unto him slavish 
obedience. 

Loyola’s original purpose was to reform 
the Catholic church, and to establish his 
Society in Palistine. Having failed in this, he 
was compelled to have his Society approved 
by the Pope, and this was done by Pope 
Paul III., after the Constitution was 
amended. 

The Constitution of the Jesuits was en- 
tirely Monarchical, and substituted its 
“General” (then Ignatius Loyola) for God 
upon the earth. This General was indepen- 
dent of the Pope, and when he commanded 
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it, certain sins committed were without of- 
fense, and the members of the Society 
obeyed him alone. 

Loyola became very unpopular among the 
Dominican Monks, and his success was ac- 
complished only by aid of the Monarchical 
power. Finally, the Jesuits secured a foot- 
hold in Spain and France after much oppo- 
sition and struggle. They found a staunch 
supporter in the Romanist, Catharine de 
Medicis, who gave all possible aid in the 
extermination of the Protestants at the 
Massacre of St. Bartholomew. 

The order of Jesuits got into Germany 
with less difficulty than into France. At 
that time protestants and Roman Catholics 
were living in comparative peace, but they 
built their Jesuit College at Rome, and 
taught treason to the German youth as a 
religious duty, which pertains until this day 
in America as elsewhere. 

History records the plottings of the 
Jesuit Society in England, their opposition 
to all religious toleration, their opposition 
to Queen Elizabeth by the Pope, and her 
trial and excommunication at Rome, and the 
releasing of the English people from their 
allegiance to her. 

The Society of Jesuits became so vile, 
murderous and obnoxious, that charges 
were made against the Order by many of 
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the better element of Romanism, and charges 
were brought against them before Pope 
Benedict XIV., and an investigation or- 
dered by him. 


At a later date the Papal authorities 
tried to suppress the Society, and Clement 

III., was compelled by public opinion to 
promise the suppression of the Jesuits, but 
he was murdered. They were suppressed 
by Clement XIV., but he was also mur- 
dered. The Jesuits then sought shelter in 
Russia and Prussia, and were later re-estab- 
lished by Pope Pius VII., to aid the ‘‘Allied 
Powers” to perpetuate monarchism. They 
then re-entered Spain, supported Ferdinand 
VII. in trampling upon the Constitution, 
and aroused a revolutionary spirit among 
the people. But even to-day they cannot 
enter Spain. 


The Jesuits were driven out of Italy by 
Pope Pius IX., but later when Leo XIII. was 
elected, and who was educated by the Je- 
suits and refused to be reconciled to modern 
progress, his old Jesuit teaching asserted it- 
self and he demands temporal power, seem- 
ingly preferring the Dark Ages to modern 
progress. 

What the Society of Jesuits and the Papal 
hierarchy have proven to the world in years 
gone by, let the millions of persecuted vic- 
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tims of pontifical and inquisitorial vengence 
tell. Let the Albigenses, Waldenses, Hugue- 
nots, and Netherlanders answer from their 
graves. Nevertheless, in the face of the 
awful history of the Jesuits and Papal 
hierarchy in the past, this same secret Order 
is allowed to establish itself and its schools 
on American soil, in order to secure the 
ultimate triumph of religious intolerance 
and destruction of popular government. 


One can get an idea of the Society from 
its Oath, which follows: 


JESUIT’S OATH 


ot IF , now in the presence of Almighty God, 
the blessed Virgin Mary, the blessed Michael the 
Archangel, the blessed St. John the Baptist, the 
Holy Apostles St. Peter and St. Paul, and the 
Saints and Sacred Hosts of Heaven, and to you 
my ghostly father, the Superior General of the 
Society of Jesus, founded by St. Ignatius Loyola, 
in the pontificate of Paul III. and continued to the 
present, do, by the womb of the Virgin, the matrix 
of God, and the rod of Jesus Christ, declare and 
_ swear that His Holiness, the Pope, is Christ’s vice- 
gerent, and is the true and only head of the Cath- 
olic Universal Church or Universal church through- 
out the earth; and that by virtue of the binding 
and loosing given to his Holiness by my Saviour, 
Jesus Christ, he hath power to depose heretical 
Kings, Princes, States, Commonwealths and Goy- 
ernments, all being illegal without his sacred con- 
firmation, and they may safely be destroyed. 
Therefore, to the utmost of my power, I will de- 
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fend this doctrine and his Holiness’ right and cus- 
tom against all usurpers of the heretical or Protes- 
tant authority whatsoever, especially by the Luth- 
eran Church of Germany, Holland, Denmark, Swe- 
den and Norway, and the now pretended authori- 
ties and churches of England and Scotland, and 
branches of the same now established in Ireland, 
and on the continent of America and elsewhere, and 
all adherents in regard that they be usurped and 
heretical, opposing the Sacred Mother Church of 
Rome. 

*‘T do now renounce and disown any allegiance 
as due to any heretical king, prince, or state, 
named Protestant or Liberal, or obedience to any 
of their laws or magistrates or officers. 

‘“‘T do further declare that the doctrine of the 
churches of England and Scotland, and of Calvan- 
ists, Huguenots, and others of the name of Protes- 
tant or Liberal, to be damnable, and they them- 
selves to be damned who will not forsake the same. 

‘‘T do further declare that I will help, assist, and 
advise all or any of his holiness’ agents, in any 
place wherever I shall be, in Switzerland, Germany, 
Holland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, England, Ire- 
land or America, or in any other kingdom or terri- 
tory I shall come to, and do my utmost to extir- 
pate the heretical Protestant or Liberal doctrines, 
and to destroy all their pretended powers, regal 
or otherwise. 

“‘T do further promise and declare that, notwith- 
standing I am dispensed with to assume any re- 
ligion heretical for the propagation of the Mother 
Church’s interest to keep secret and private all 
her agent’s councils from time to time, as they in- 
trust me, and not divulge, directly or indirectly, 
by word, writing or circumstance whatever, but 
to execute all that shall be proposed given in charge 
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or discovered unto me, by you my ghostly father, 
or any of this sacred covenant. 


“‘T do further promise and declare that I will 
have no opinion or will of my own, or any men- 
tal reservation whatsoever, even aS a corpse or 
cadaver (perinde ac cadaver), but will unhesita- 
tingly obey each and every command that I may 
receive from my superiors in the militia of the Pope 
and of Jesus Christ. 

‘That I will go to any part of the world whither- 
soever I may be sent, to the frozen regions of the 
north, the burning sands of the desert of Africa, 
or the jungles of India, to the centers of civiliza- 
tion of Europe, or to the wild haunts of the bar- 
barous savages of America, without murmuring or 
repining; and will be submissive in all things what- 
soever communicated to me. 

‘‘T do further promise and declare that I will, 
when opportunity presents, make and wage re- 
lentless war, secretly and openly, against all heret- 
ics, protestant and liberals, as I am directed to 
do so, to extirpate them from the face of the whole 
earth; and that I will spare neither age, sex, nor 
condition, and that I will hang, burn, waste, boil, 
flay, strangle and bury alive these infamous heret- 
ics; rip up their stomachs, and wombs of their wo- 
men, and crush their infants’ heads against the 
walls, in order to annihilate their execrable race. 
That when the same cannot be done openly, I will 
secretly use the poisonous cup, the strangulation 
cord, the steel of the poniard, or the leaden bul- 
lets, regardless of the honor, rank, dignity or au- 
thority of the person or persons, whatever may 
be their condition in life, either public or private, 
as I at any time may be directed to do, by any 
agent of the Pope, or superior of the brotherhood 
of the Moly Father of the Society of Jesus. 
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“In confirmation of which I hereby dedicate my 
life, my soul and all corporeal powers, and with 
this dagger which I[ now receive, I will subscribe 
my name, written in my blood, in testimony there- 
of; and should I prove false or weaken in my de- 
termination may my brethren and fellow soldiers 
of the militia of the Pope cut off my hands and 
feet, and my throat from ear to ear, my belly 
opened and sulphur burned therein, with all the 
punishment that can be inflicted upon me on earth, 
and my soul tortured by demons in an eternal hell 
forever. 

“fAll of which I, do swear by the blessed 
Trinity, and blessed Sacrament which I am now 
to receive, to perform, and on my part to keep 
inviolable; and do call all the heavenly and glori- 
ous host of heaven to witness my real intentions 
to keep this my oath. 

‘In witness thereof, I take this most holy and 
blessed Sacrament of the Eucharist, and witness 
the same further, with my name written with the 
point of this dagger, dipped in my own blood, and 
sealed in the face of this holy covenant.’’ 

(He receives the wafer from the Superior, and 
writes his name with the point of the dagger, dipped 
in his own blood, taken from over the heart.) 


BULL (or curse) 
OF EXCOMMUNICATION 


Pope Leo. XIII. on page 458 of his Ency- 
clical Letters, shows how the poor subjects 
of Romanism are bound to the Papacy. He 
says: ‘We (the pope) hold the place of Him 
who came to save that which was lost.’”’ Page 
3830, he says: ‘We hold upon the earth the 
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place of God Almighty.” On page 183 he 
defines the relation of members to the 
Roman Catholic church, as follows: 


‘‘But the man who has embraced the Catholic 
faith, as in duty bound, is by that very fact a 
SUBJECT OF THE CHURCH as one of her child- 
ren born of her, which is a special charge of the 
ROMAN PONTIFF to RULE with SUPREME 
POWER.”’ 


Having this drilled into him from his in- 
fancy, and also knowing the awful curse or 
“Bull of Excommunication” that hangs over 
every Roman Catholic head, are you sur- 
prised that his allegiance is first to the 
woman Catholic Hierarchy? Note the 
“Curse”’: 


‘‘By authority of the Almighty God, the Father, 
Son and Holy Ghost; and the holy canons, and of 
the undefiled Virgin Mary, Mother and Nurse of 
our Saviour: and of the Celestial Virtues, Angels, 
Archangels, Thrones, Dominions, Popes, Cherubins 
and Seraphims; and all the Holy Patriarchs and 
Prophets; and of the Apostles and Evangelists; 
and of the Holy Innocents who in the sight of the 
Holy Lamb are found worthy to sing a new song; 
and of the Holy Martyrs and Holy Confessors, and 
of the Holy Virgins, and of the saints, to either 
will all the Holy and Elect of God: 

‘‘We excommunicate and anathematize him, and 
from the threshold of the Church of the Almighty 
God we sequester him, that he may be tormented 
in eternal, excruciating sufferings—and as fire is 
quenched with water, so let the light of him be 
put out forevermore. May the Son who suffered 
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for us, curse him; may the Holy Ghost which was 
given to us in our baptism, curse him; may the 
Holy Cross, which Christ, for our salvation, tri- 
umphing over his enemies, ascended, curse him; 
may the holy and eternal Virgin Mary, Mother of 
God, curse him; may St. Michael, the advocate of 
Holy Saints, curse him; may all the angels and 
archangels, principalities and powers, and all the 
heavenly armies, curse him; may St. John, the 
precursor, and St. Peter and St. Paul and St. John 
the Baptist, and St. Andrew, and all the other of 
Christ’s apostles, curse him; and may the rest of 
his disciples and the four evangelists, who by their 
preaching converted the universal world, and may 
the holy and wonderful company of martyrs and 
confessors, who by their holy works are found 
pleasing to Almighty God, curse him; may the 
Christ of the Holy Virgin, damn him; may the 
saints, from the beginning of the world and ever- 
lasting ages, damn him; and may the heavens and 
the earth, and all things remaining therein, damn 
him; may he be damned wherever he may be, 
whether in the house or in the field; whether in 
the highway or in the byway; whether in the woods 
or in the water, or whether in the church. May he 
be cursed in living and dying, in eating and drink- 
ing, in fasting and thirsting, in slumbering and 
sleeping, in watching and walking, in standing or 
sitting, in lying down or walking min endo con- 
eando, and in all blood-letting. May he be cursed 
inwardly and outwardly; May he be cursed in his 
hair; may he be cursed in his brain; may he be 
cursed in the crown of his head and in the temples; 
in his forehead and ears; in his eyebrows and his 
cheeks; in his jawbones and nostrils; in his fore- 
teeth and his grinders; in his lips and in his throat; 
in his shoulders and his wrists; in his arms and his 
mouth, in his breast, in his heart, and in all the 
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viscera of his body. May he be damned in his 
veins, in his thighs, in his hips, in his knees, in 
his legs, feet and toe-nails; may he be cursed in 
all the joints and articulations of his body—to the 
top of his head to the sole of his feet may there 
be no soundness in him. May the Son of the Liv- 
ing God, with all the glory of His majesty, curse 
him; may the heaven and all the powers that move 
therein rise up against him—curse him, and damn 
him. Amen. So let it be. Amen.’’ 


CHAPTER VII. 


THE SYSTEM 


The Roman Catholic “system” has a two- 
fold nature, religious and political. The 
peril of Romanism is not in her religion, but 
the political system that has grown there- 
from; to control governments and to perse- 
eute those who refuse to accept her doc- 
trines. In her inordinate ambition to domi- 
nate politics and governments, and to en- 
force obedience to its laws, this church has 
been the author of the most blood-thirsty 
and tragic events in human history. This 
done in the name of Christianity, and insti- 
gated by those claiming to be the “voice of 
God on the earth.” 

Pope Leo XIII., says in his ‘“Encylical 
Letters” page 191: 


‘“‘The Chureh (Catholic) is a perfect society far 
excelling any other...She is to contend as an Army 
drawn up in battle array...Neither can any one 
of its members live as he may choose, nor elect 
that mode of fighting which best pleases him.’’ 


Speaking as to the necessity of bringing 
all Civil authorities back under Papal domi- 
nation, Leo says, on page 132: 


‘‘Tt is barely possible to lay down any fixed 
method by which such purposes are to be attained, 
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because the means adopted must suit places and 
times widely differing from one another. Never- 
theless, above all things, unity of aim must be 
preserved, and similarity must be sought after in 
all plans of action.’’ 


It is thus seen that every Catholic is a 
soldier in the Papal army, and the aim is the 
same the world over. Think of a God of 
love, mercy and long-suffering being the 
author of the ‘‘Holy Inquisition,” as well as 
the “Massacre of St. Bartholomew?” As 
Dr. I. N. Haldeman says: 


‘Read history and see how the Roman Catholic 
church in the name of religion led men and women 
into torture chambers or buried in dismal dun- 
geons. Read how beautiful women were stripped 
before black masked judges gloating over unpro- 
tected shame, and were led away to racks and 
stretched till their delicate limbs were snapped 
and their tender flesh torn to shreds. Read how 
men and women were broken on the wheel, or 
flayed alive, their eyes put out, their tongues 
plucked forth by the roots, their feet placed in 
boots filled with boiling oil, bags thrust down their 
throats and then filled with water till they died 
agonized with slow and calculated strangulation; 
legs placed between boards and the boards driven 
together by wedges till the bones were crushed 
little by little to a pulp; nails wrenched from their 
fingers; bodies sawn asunder as you might saw a 
log in two; members of the body cut off one at a 
time, now a hand, then an arm, first one leg, then 
another, till the victim was a mere quivering, 
though still living, trunk; men and women taken 
to the stake and burned alive, the wood dampened, 
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or green wood used, that the fire might burn slow- 
ly and the agony and torture of the victim be 
lengthened. Look at the blood flowing like water 
from the martyred bodies of men and women, 
whose only crime was that they loved the Lord 
Jesus Christ, believed in his finished redemption 
on the Cross, refused to buy their salvation by 
penance or good works, rejecting the intercession 
of human priest, or a woman, no matter how good, 
claimed the Lord as their sin-bearer, owned Him 
as their only High-priest, and even at the price of 
their own life would not deny Him who died for 
them. And remember, while you read, that these 
martyrs were led to agony and to death by the 
authority and expressed command of the Roman 
Catholic church: a church that did all this in the 
name of that most fiendish of all inventions, the 
‘HOLY INQUISITION.’ ”’ 


Truly these are soldiers of Romanism. 
The reader of history would think that the 
blood of the thousands of martyrs shed dur- 
ing the awful days of the Inquisition would 
suffice, but not so. Even at so late a date 
as the Massacre of St. Bartholomew, the 
Pope of this church caused a special cele- 
bration to be sung in all the churches as a 
thanksgiving to God that the enemies of 
Romanism had thus been slain. 


The history of the Massacre of St. Bar- 
tholomew has never been equaled for human 
fiendishness upon a helpless and_unpro- 
tected people. They were cruelly and 
cowardly slain, stabbed in their beds, 
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thrown from the upper windows into the 
stone courts below, or stricken from behind 
as they walked the streets; bodies of the 
murdered Huguenots piled up or flung into 
the gutter weltered in their own blood. 
Bring all this to mind, and you will recog- 
nize the nature of the Roman system in 
the past; and remember, “Rome never 
changes.” 

History often alludes to the Massacre of 
St. Bartholomew, but there are compara- 
tively few who are really acquainted with 
the slaughter of Protestant people on that 
memorable occasion. 

Note what the historian, John Abbott, 
has to say of the first night of horrors: 


‘‘There were in the chamber at the time only the 
King, his mother, and his brother, the Duke of 
Anjou. A message was immediately dispatched to 
strike the bell. It was two hours after midnight. 
A few moments of terrible suspense ensued. There 
was a dead silence, neither of the three uttering 
a word. Suddenly, through the still air, the pon- 
derous tones of the alarm-bell fell upon the ear, 
and rolled the knell of death over the city. Its 
vibrations awakened the demon in ten thousand 
hearts. It was the morning of the Sabbath, Aug- 
ust 24, 1572. It was the anniversary of the festival 
in honor of St. Bartholomew, which had long been 
celebrated. At the sound of the toesin, the signal 
for the massacre, armed men rushed from every 
door into the streets, shouting, ‘Vive Dieu et le 
roi’—Live God and the king. 
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*‘As the solemn dirge from the steeple rang 
out upon the night air, the king stood at the 
window of the palace trembling in every nerve. 
Hardly had the first tones of the alarm-bell 
fallen upon his ear when the report of a musket 
was heard, and the first victim fell. The sound 
seemed to animate to frenzy the demoniae Cath- 
arine, while it almost froze the blood in the 
veins of the young monarch, and he passionately 
called out for the massacre to be stopped. It was 
too late. The train was fired, and could not be 
extinguished. The signal passed with the rapidity 
of sound from steeple to steeple, till not only Paris, 
but entire France was aroused. The roar of human 
passion, the crackling fire of musketry, and the 
shrieks of the wounded and dying, rose and blend- 
ed in one fearful din throughout the whole metrop- 
-olis. Guns, pistols, daggers, were everywhere busy. 
Old men, terrified maidens, helpless infants, ven- 
erable matrons, were alike smitten, and mercy had 
no appeal which could touch the heart of the mur- 
derers...The tiger, having once lapped his tongue 
in blood, seemed to be imbued with a new spirit 
of ferocity. There is in man a similar temper 
which is roused and stimulated by carnage. The 
excitement of human slaughter converts man into 
a demon. The riotous multitude of Parisians was 
becoming each moment more and more clamorous 
for blood. They broke open the houses of Prot- 
estants, and, rushing into their chambers, murdered 
indiscriminately both sexes and every age. The 
streets resounded with the shouts of the assassins 
and the shrieks of their victims. Cries of ‘kill— 
kill—more blood’—rent the air. The bodies of the 
slain were thrown out of the windows into the 
streets, and the pavements of the city were clot- 
ted with human gore... 
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‘“‘No tongue can tell the horrors of that night. 
It would require volumes to record the frightful 
scenes which were enacted before the morning 
dawned. When the darkness of night passed away 
and the morning of the Sabbath dawned upon 
Paris, a spectacle was witnessed such as the streets 
even of that blood-renowned metropolis had seldom 
presented. The city still resounded with that most 
awful of all tumults, the clamor of an infuriated 
mob. The pavements were covered with gory 
corpses. Men, women and children were still fly- 
ing in every direction, wounded and bleeding, pur- 
sued by merciless assassins, riotous with demoniac 
laughter and drunk with blood. The report of 
guns and pistols was heard in all parts of the city, 
sometimes in continuous volleys, as if platoons of 
soldiers were firing upon their victims, while the 
scattered shots, incessantly repeated in every sec- 
tion of the extended metropolis, proved the uni- 
versality of the massacre. 

‘‘Drunken wretches, besmeared with blood, were 
swaggering along the streets, with ribald jests and 
demoniac howlings, hunting for the Protestants. 
Bodies, torn and gory, were hanging from the 
windows, and dissevered heads were spurned like 
footballs along the pavements. Priests were seen 
in their socerdotal robes, with elevated crucifixes, 
and with fanatical exclamations, encouraging the 
murderers not to grow weary in their holy work 
of exterminating God’s enemies. The most dis- 
tinguished nobles and generals of the court and 
camp of Charles mounted on horseback with gor- 
geous retinue, rode through the streets, encour- 
aging by voice and arm the indiscriminate massa- 
cre. 

‘* ‘Let not,’ the king proclaimed, ‘one single 
Protestant be spared to reproach me hereafter with 
this deed.’ For a whole week the massacre con- 
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tinued, and it was computed that from eighty to 
a hundred thousand Protestants were slain through- 
out the kingdom. 

‘“‘On Thursday after four days spent in hunting 
out the fugitives and finishing the bloody work, 
the Clergy paraded the streets in a triumphal pro- 
cession, and with jubilant prayer and hymns gave 
thanks to God for their great victory. The Cath- 
olic pulpits resounded with exultant harangues, 
and in honor of the event a medallion was struck 
off, with the inscription ‘La piete a reveille la 
justice’—Religion has awaken justice.’’ 


CHAPTER VIII. 


ROME IN THE REALM OF MORALITY 


Let it be distinctly understood that we are 
not arraigning any individual in the Roman 
Catholic church. There are saved people in 
that church, not because they are saved BY 
the church, but in spite of it, and we expect 
to meet some Catholics in heaven. What 
we are attacking is the Roman Catholic 
SYSTEM—a politico-religio institution, 
which has long ago ceased to function as a 
spiritual organization. 

The long and eventful history of this 
church proves that she holds to the doctrine 
that “the end justifies the means,” especially 
if the “end” is for the promotion of that 
church; and it matters not what means are 
to be used in gaining that end. In plain 
words, if you wish to make money for the 
Church, it is all right to sell whiskey for it. 
If you want to get rid of Protestant heretics, 
schismatics, and rebels “to our said Lord 
(the Pope) and his aforesaid successors, I 
WILL, TO MY UTMOST POWER, PER- 
SECUTE AND WAGE WAR WITH.” 
(Quotation from Bishops Oath). 

In other words, murder them, as in the 
days of the Spanish Inquisition, or the Mas- 
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sacre of St. Bartholomew. To prove that 
this theory of “the end justifying the 
means,” is a universal recognized principle 
of the Roman Catholic church, we have only 
to mention: 

Ist. TEMPERANCE. The “Wine and 
Spirit Gazette” of New York, said: 


“Fully two-thirds, if not more, of the retail 
liquor dealers of the country are Roman Catholics. 
Some of these are liberal contributors of church 
funds.”’ 


Hear Cardinal Gibbons, in the Chicago 
Tribune, March 8, 1914: 


“‘T am intuitively persuaded that prohibition can- 
not be enforced in this country. It is calculated 
to make hypocrites and the manufacture of illicit 
whiskey replacing the GOOD MATERIAL with 
the bad, at the same time robbing the government 
of its legitimate tax.’’ 


No wonder the “Brewer’s Journal” in 
the same month sent out this joyous state- 
ment to the trade: 


‘“‘The fact that the old American Protective As- 
sociation has been revived by a number of latter- 
day know-nothings, it is of interest to the trade 
insofar as it denotes the quavering fear in some 
quarters of the rapid spread and growing social 
and political power of the Catholic Church in the 
United States. As we all know, the Catholic 
clergy, as a whole, are sensible in regard to the 
customs and habits of the people by whom they 
are surrounded. Their attitude is not domineer- 
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ing and they have not identified themselves with 
the Methodist, Baptist, Presbyterian and other sec- 
tarian movements in favor of prohibition. From 
the Catholic church as such the trade has nothing 
to fear, nor need the Catholic clergy apprehend 
that the attempted revival of the native A. P. A. 
will result in any serious retardation of the prog- 
ress of the Catholic church on American soil; be- 
cause that church represents an organization and 
a fixed purpose never attained or aimed at by any 
other religious body on earth, and all attempts of 
its scattered and puny rivals to wreck and dis- 
organize it have resulted in dismal failures. It 
is with increasing interest that, as students of 
sociology, we may watch and record the vigorous 
growth of the Catholic church in this country.”’ 


The Catholic Cardinal and the Brewers 
Journal are certainly agreed in the matter 
of liquor. No one can deny that the great- 
est foe to prohibition in the United States 
has been the Roman Catholic church. She 
has masqueraded under the name of reli- 
gion, but when the test comes, has placed 
her words, work, and vote against God, 
home, and sobriety. 


2. GOLD. Again, notice this “infalli- 
ble” church in her greed for GOLD, espe- 
cially in Papal-ridden, ignorant, Catholic 
countries. She even commercializes her 
dead, as seen in the prices charged for the 
“Masses,” “Indulgencies,” and praying (for 
pay) her victims out of purgatory, and she 
has been known to actually descend to the 


ROMANISM VS. AMERICANISM 75 


depths of raffling souls out of purgatory. 
The following is a copy of a notice said to 
have been displayed in a Mexican church. 
No wonder the Mexican people are tired of 
Popery and are determined to rid their 
country of these lottery producing priests: 


“‘At the last raffle for souls the following num- 
bers obtained the prizes and the lucky holders may 
be assured that their loved ones are forever re- 
leased from the flames of purgatory and ushered 
into heavenly joys: 

“Ticket 41—The soul of Madam Calderon is 
made happy forever. 

“Ticket 762—The soul of aged Widow Fran- 
eesca de Persons is forever released from the flames 
of purgatory. 

‘*Another raffle for souls will be held in this 
blessed Church of the Redeemer on January Ist, 
at which time four bleeding and tortured souls will 
be released from purgatory to heaven, according 
to the four highest tickets in this most holy lot- 
tery. Tickets $1.00, to be had of the Father in 
charge. Will you for the poor sum of $1.00 leave 
your loved ones to burn in purgatory for ages?’’ 


Surely, this is gambling gone to seed. 

38. FALSE SWEARING. The Canon 
law of Rome, page 1159, declares that, “No 
oaths are to be kept if they are against the 
Church of Rome.” In commenting on this 
law of his church, Cardinal Manning says: 

‘‘Civil laws are binding on the conscience only 


so long as they are confirmable to the rights of 
the Catholic church.’’ 
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Liquori, in his treatise on “Oaths,” ques- 
tion 4, answers: 


‘‘We may be allowed to conceal the truth, or 
to disguise it under ambiguous or equivocal words 
or signs, for a just cause, and when there is no 
necessity to confess the truth. If by that means 
one can rid himself of dangerous pursuits, he is 
permitted te use it.’’ 


The effect of all this is, that a Roman 
Catholic can lie by deception and conceal- 
ment when the truth would be injurious to 
their interests. 

4. STEALING. The Bible says: “Thou 
shalt not steal.” 

Roman Catholicism says: (Chrisis Theo- 
log. Diss. 28, cap. 2, article 1, page 474, by 
Cardenas: ) 

‘‘Servants may secretly steal from their masters 


as much as they judge their labor is worth more © 
than the wages they receive.’’ 


In other words, if you have a Catholic 
working for you, and you pay him $100 per 
month, and he feels that his wages should 
be $150, the Roman Catholic church teaches 
that he has a right to steal the other $50. 

Francis Xavier Fegeli says: (Pars. 8, 
cap. 6, Ques. pg. 58). 

‘‘After a son has secretly robbed his father as 
a compensation, the confessor need not enforce 


restitution, if he has taken no more than a just 
reward for his labor.’’ 
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5. ADULTERY. What of Romanism in 
the realm of adultery? 

Liquori, in his Ques. 2, asks: 

‘““May a servant bring a ladder and help his 
master to go up and commit adultery? 


‘“Buss, and others, think that he may do it, and 
I am of the same opinion.’’ 


Mr. Gladstone, that grand old man and 
statesman of England, in his ‘‘Romanism 
and the Republic” pages 274-275, shows 
that the crime of adultery has the sanction 
of the Church in this wise: 


“The Catholic church deny all civil and Chris- 
tian marriages to be true and lawful marriage 
when not performed within the Roman Catholic 
ehurch, and Pope Pius IX. ealls it ’filthy coneu- 
binage.’ 

‘“‘They have divided between a husband and 
wife in England,’’ says Mr. Gladstone, ‘‘because 
they were not married by a Romish priest: this 
man having embraced the Romish faith for the 
sake of getting rid of his noble and excellent wife.’’ 

Mr. Gladstone calls attention to the fact, 
and wonders that this menace to human 
society had not been taken account of in 


England. 


6. DIVORCES. The Roman Catholic 
church has much to say regarding their 
stand against Divorces, but let it be remem- 
bered that this only applies to their own 
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members. For instance: A man and a 
woman are married by a Protestant minis- 
ter. After a few years he tires of her and 
falls in love with a Catholic woman. The 
Catholic priest tells him that according to 
their Canon law his first marriage was no 
marriage at all. The man gets a divorce 
from the Civil law, the priest marries him, 
and he goes on with his new wife rejoicing, 
both having become Catholics. This has 
been done hundreds of times, placing the 
stamp of the church upon adultery in the 
eyes of God and men. One has only to read 
a little history of the Popes granting cer- 
tain dispensations to members of his church 
who wish to put away his wife in order to 
marry another. However, this is done 
mainly with kings, and others, who are able 
to remember the church with a fat purse by 
way of gratitude. Just remember how the 
Pope granted to Henry VIII. a true Catho- 
lic, the dispensation to marry his brother’s 
wife. (See Burnett’s History of the Refor- 
mation, Vol. I, page 46). 

Alphonsus, of Portugal, divorced his 
queen and espoused the Princess Beatrix. 
The repudiation and nuptials were autho- 
rized by a bull of His Holiness. (Maria- 
na, Vol. 8, page 29.) 

Ladilas, King of Hungary, divorced Bea- 
trix of Aragon, and married Anne of Poix, 
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by authority of Pope Alexander. (Maria- 
na Vol. 5, page 299). 


Louis, the French King, disliked his de- 
formed wife Joanne. He dismissed her and 
married Anne. Pope Alexander obliged 
him with a divorce, but his holiness collected 
his fee of 30,000 ducats, the title and duchy 
of Valentino, with a revenue of 20,000 
pounds. (Daniel, vol. 7, pg. 10). 

7. MURDER. If it is true that “Rome 
never changes,” then her acts of murder in 
the past are awful criterions for the future. 
We have only to say that her Canon laws 
have never changed—that every Catholic 
bishop, priest, and member of the Catholic 
church is bound by her oaths. In her law 
of the Council of Lateran, and with the de- 
eree still binding, the Roman Catholic 
church says: 


““‘We excommunicate and anathemize (curse) 
every heresy that exalts itself against the Most 
Holy Orthordox and Catholie faith, condemning 
all heretics (Protestants) by whatever name they 
may be known...Secular powers of all ranks and 
degrees are to be warned, induced and, if neces- 
sary, compelled by ecclesiastical sensure, to swear 
that they will exert themselves to the utmost in 
defense of the faith, and to EXTIRPATE ALL 
HERETICS DENOUNCED BY THE CHURCH 
WHO SHALL BE FOUND IN THEIR TERRI- 
TORIES...Catholics who shall assume the cross for 
the extermination of heretics shall enjoy the same 
INDULGENCES and are to be PROTECTED by 
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the same privileges as are GRANTED to those 
who go to the help of the Holy Land...It is of 
faith that the Pope has the right of deposing heret- 
ical and rebel kings. Monarchs so deposed by the 
Pope are converted’ into notorious tyrants and may 
be killed by the first who can reach them. If 
the public cause cannot meet its defense in the 
death of a tyrant, it is lawful for the first who 
arrives to assassinate him.”’ } 

Think of it—a holy, infallible Pope, of a 
holy infallible church that cannot sin or 
err, decreeing the MURDER of every one 
that rejects their religion, and that the mur- 
derers will receive the proper ‘Indulgen- 
cies.” May the God of heaven pity. The 
bloody days of the Inquisition bear horrible 
testimony to the fact that when this Roman 
church becomes strong enough, she puts in- 
to deadly effect the Canon laws of her 
church and Papacy. Yet, false optimists 
say we “ought not to agitate such matters.” 
We shall insist that Protestant America be 
kept such, and her Civil laws respected. 
Note the Northern cities where the Catholic 
faith predominates and study conditions. 
What do you find? A whiskey-soaked city; 
Sunday’s wide open; Bible knocked out of 
the Public Schools; politics ruled by Catho- 
licism; commercial circles afraid to antago- 
nize, and the press muzzled. 


CHAPTER IX. 


THE PRIESTS. 


We are now going to discuss Roman- 
ism in the Philippines in order to show 
the low moral influences of the Roman 
Catholic church after three hundred years 
of domination and control. However, 
the United States Philippine Commission 
under President McKinley, dated Manila, 
November 30th, 1900, has done this for us. 
This report of the Commission shows 
what would be the result if the Roman 
Catholic church had control of our educa- 
tional institutions, which she so earnestly 
desires. It also shows clearly that it was the 
awful greed and immorality of the imported 
Roman Catholic priest’s, who are supposed 
to be educated, that were the cause of this 
ignorance, illiteracy and immorality among 
the natives. Romanism is the last system 
on earth that would have her subjects edu- 
cated if she could keep them from it. 

President Taft, before the New York 
Chamber of Commerce, April 21st, 1904, 
stated : 


‘‘In the Philippines ninety per cent of the peo- 
ple are in a state of hopeless ignorance.’’ 
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But we quote from this Commission, 
known as the “Taft Commission,” and 
which is said to have caused the assassina- 
tion of President McKinley. Certainly no 
one could charge this Commission with bias 
in its findings: 

Report of Commission : 


‘‘Ordinarily, the Government of the United 
States and its servants have little or no concern 
with religious societies or corporations and their 
members. With us the church is so completely 
separated from the State that it is difficult to 
imagine cases in which the policy of the church 
in the selection of its ministers and the assignment 
of them to duty can be regarded as of political 
moment, or as a proper subject of comment in the 
report of a public officer. 

‘‘In the pacification of the Philippines by our 
Government, however, it is impossible to ignore 
the very great part which such a question plays. 
Excepting the Noros, who are Moslems, and the 
wild tribes, who are pagans, the Philippine people 
belong to the Roman Catholic church. The total 
number of Catholic souls shown by the Church 
register in 1898 was 6,559,998. To care for these 
in that year there were in the Archipelago 746 reg- 
ular parishes, 105 mission parishes, and 116 mis- 
sions, or 967 in all. Of the regular parishes all 
but 150 were administered by Spanish monks of 
the Dominican, Augustinian, or Franciscan orders. 
Natives were not admitted to these orders... 

‘“‘The burning political question, discussion of 
which strongly agitates the people of the Philip- 
pines, is whether the members of the four great 
orders of St. Dominic, St. Augustine, and St. Fran- 
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cis, and the Recolletos shall return to the parishes 
from which they were driven by the revolution... 
In only a few of the parishes was there any other 
Spanish representative of the Government of Spain 
than the friar priest. 

‘The following may be mentioned as among the 
principal duties or powers exercised by the parish 
priest: Inspector of primary schools, President 
Board of Health and Charities, President board 
urban taxation, Inspector of taxation, President 
Public Works, President Board of Statistics, Cer- 
tifier of character and Civil status of persons, Cer- 
tifier of physical condition for army, Censor of 
elections and municipal budgets, member of Pro- 
vincial board, Member board for partitioning 
Crown lands, Auditor of Provinces, Counselor for 
municipal council, Supervisor of Police force, Ex- 
aminer of scholars, Censor of plays, comedies, and 
public morals.”’ 


It would seem from the foregoing that 
these “friars” or priests had little time 
for recreation or sport. But the Commis- 
sion goes further and says: 


“‘The participation of the friars in the affairs 
of the parish, provincial, and insular governments 
was much more effective to secure entire control 
of the political situation than if the priests had 
been merely secular and not bound together with 
the close association of the monastic orders. The 
truth is that the whole Government of Spain in 
these Islands rested on the friars. To use the ex- 
pression of the provincial of the Augustinians, the 
friars were ‘the pedestal or foundation of the sov- 
ereignty of Spain in these islands,’ which being 
removed, ‘the whole structure would topple over.’ 
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‘“‘The friars were exempted from trials for of- 
fenses, except the most heinous, and were entitled 
to a hearing before an ecclesiastical court, and‘even 
in the excepted cases trials must first be had in 
the latter tribunal. 

‘‘It has been frequently charged that there was 
much immorality among the friars, and that to this 
is due the popular hostility against them. The 
friar witnesses denied the charges of general immor- 
ality, admitting only isolated cases, which they 
said were promptly disciplined. The evidence on 
this point to the contrary, however, is so strong that 
it seems clearly to establish that there were enough 
instances in each province to give considerable 
ground for the general report. But while the 
charges have considerable truth in them, another 
fact clearly appeared which makes such immorality 
as there was largely irrelevant to the issue we are 
considering. This was that the immorality was not 
the chief ground for hostility to the friars. The 
common people are not generally licentious or un- 
chaste, but the living together of a man and woman 
without marriage ceremony is not infrequent and is 
not condemned. It did not shock the common peo- 
ple or arouse their indignation to see their curate 
establish illicit relations with a woman and have 
children by her. The woman generally did not lose 
caste on that account, but often prided herself 
on the relation to the chief authority in the village 
and on the paternity of her children, who were 
apt to be better looking, brighter, and more suc- 
cessful than the pure Filipinos children. Of course 
there may have been instances in which a friar used 
his autocratic power to establish relation of this 
kind against the will of the woman and her rela- 
tives, and these cases have lent themselves to deepen 
the colors of the lurid and somewhat overdrawn 
pictures painted by antifriar writers, speakers, and 
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witnesses concerning the abuse of the friars. But 
it is conceded by the most intellectual and obser- 
vant of the witnesses against the friars that their 
immorality, as such, would not have made them 
hateful to the people. Every abuse of the many 
which finally led to the two revolutions of 1896 
and 1898 was charged by the people to the friars. 
His sacredotal functions were not in their eyes the 
important ones, except as they, enabled him to 
clinch and make more complete his civil] and politi- 
eal control. The revolution against Spain’s sover- 
eignty began as movements against the friars. All 
the evidence derived from every source, but the 
friars themselves, show clearly that the feeling of 
hatred for the friars is well-nigh universal and per- 
meates all classes. For generations the friars have 
been lords of these immense manors, upon which 
since 1880 they have paid no taxes, while every 
‘“‘hombre”’ living on them paid his credits, worked 
out a road tax, and if he was in business of any 
kind paid his industrial impost. 


‘“‘We are convinced that a return of the friars to 
their parishes will lead to lawless violence and mur- 
der, and that the people will charge the course 
taken to the American government, thus turning 
against it the resentment felt toward the friars.’’ 


The foregoing clearly shows why 90 per 
cent of the people of the Philippines were 
illiterate, and after 300 years control by the 
Roman Catholic church. It also shows the 
condition of any nation controlled by the 
Vatican at Rome. 
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AURICULAR CONFESSION. 


“Auricular Confession” is that made by 
the Roman Catholic women in the ear of the 
Priest through the little apertures of the 
thin partition between the two. These 
women are required to uncover the secret re- 
cesses of their hearts and soul in the Con- 
fessional box to these bachelor-priests, or to 
be forever lost. They are made to under- 
stand that one sin unconfessed will damn 
the soul. 

It is not claimed that these Priest’s, as a 
whole, are morally worse than Protestant 
ministers under the same circumstances, but 
that the practice of auricular confession is 
diabolical in the extreme, and leads to the 
vilest immorality. 

It is passingly strange, however, that 
these unmarried Priest’s can receive such 
confessions, as well as live in their Parish 
Houses with one or more female house- 
keepers, and no one dare criticize; whereas, 
if a Protestant minister did likewise the 
public and newspapers would herald the 
scandal far and wide. 

“Father” Charles Chiniquy was for fifty 
years in the Church of Rome. In the latter 
years of his life he withdrew from the 
Roman Catholic church, and wrote of the 
Auricular Confession as being “the deep 
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Pit of Perdition” for the Roman Priest’s. 
While a Priest in Canada he was known as 
the ‘Apostle of Temperance,” and the City 
of Montreal presented him with a Gold 
Medal bearing these words: 


To Father Chiniquy, 
Apostle of Temperance, 
Canada. 


In the book of Father Chiniquy, entitled 
“The Priest, The Woman, and the Confes- 
sional,” he shows that Auricular Confession 
should not be tolerated among the civilized 
nations of the world. This book is pub- 
lished by the well known publishers, Flem- 
ing H. Revell Company, Chicago, which in 
itself assures its genuineness. Father Chini- 
quy says: 

*‘T do not exaggerate when I say, that for many 
noble-hearted, well-educated, high-minded women, 
to be forced to unveil their hearts before the eyes 
of a man, to open to him all the most secret re- 
cesses of their souls, all the most sacred mysteries 
of their single or married life, to allow him to put 
to them questions which the most depraved woman 
would never consent to hear from her vilest seducer, 
is often more horrible and intolerable than to be 
tied on burning coals. . . . It takes many years of 
the most ingenious (I do not hesitate to call it dia- 
bolical) efforts on the part of the Priests to per- 
suade the majority of their female penitents to 
speak on questions, which even pagan savages would 
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blush to mention among themselves . . . . Not a 
single Roman Catholie priest will dare to deny what 
I say on this matter; for they know that it would 
be easy for me to overwhelm them with such a 
crowd of testimonies that their grand imposture 
would forever be unmasked .. . . How many times 
have I wept as a child when some noble-hearted 
and intelligent young girl, or some respectable mar- 
ried woman, yielded to the sophisms with which I, 
or some other confessor, had persuaded them to give 
up their self-respect, and their womanly dignity, 
to speak with me on matters on which a decent 
woman should never say a word with a man.’’ 


In this book of Father Chiniquy he relates 
the confession of a dying Priest; 


‘<The second thing I am bound in conscience to 
reveal is almost incredible, but it is nevertheless 
true. 


The number of married and unmarried females 
the dying Priest had heard in the Confessional was 
about 1,500, of whom he said he had destroyed or 
scandalized at least 1,000 by his questioning them 
on the most depraved things, for the simple pleasure 
of gratifying his own corrupted heart, without let- 
ting them know anything of his sinful thoughts and 
criminal desires towards them. But he confessed 
that he had destroyed the purity of ninety-five of 
those penitents, who had consented to sin with him. 


And would to God that this Priest had been the 
only one whom I have known to be lost through the 
auricular confession. But, alas! how few are those 
who have escaped the snares of the tempter com- 
pared with those who have perished? I have heard 
the Confession of more than 200 Priests, and to say 
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the truth, as God knows it, I must declare that only 
twenty-one had not to weep over the secret or pub- 
lie sins committed through the irresistibly corrupt- 
ing influences of auricular confession. I am now more 
than seventy-seven years old, and in a short time I 
shall be in my grave. I will have to give an account 
of what I now say. Well, it is in the presence of 
my great Judge, with my tomb before my eyes, that 
I declare to the world that very few—yes, very 
few—Priests escape from falling into the pit of 
the most horrible moral depravity the world has 
ever known, through the confession of females.’’ 


CHAPTER X. 


BAPTIST PERSECUTED 


Does Rome change? The claim of Ro- 
manism that she does not, has been 
recently verified with the Baptist in Rou- 
mania and Spain. Our charge is that the 
system and nature of the Roman Catholic 
church is the same today as in the “Dark 
Ages,” and if Rome could dominate Ameri- 
ca, the persecution of the past would be re- 
peated here in our liberty-loving country. 

Dr. J. H. Rushbrooke, the eminent Bap- 
tist Commissioner for Europe, writing in 
the Watchman-Examiner, New York, July 
27, 1922, says: 


‘‘Even though the Rumanian government has can- 
celled the edicts against the Baptists, and there is 
no longer any legal ground for interference with 
our people, the spirit of persecution finds frequent 
expression in irregular acts of intolerance and vio- 
lence. The deplorable weakness of the Rumanian 
government in dealing with the persecutors appears 
clearly from the following list of wrongs recently 
perpetrated : 


1. Jon Dan, of Petrifalau, District Sibiu, cited 
before the court-martial repeatedly because of his 
Baptist faith ; 

2. The Baptist minister, Alexander Isbasha, of 
Birchish, District of Caras-Severin, cross examined 
by the local priest regarding his Baptist faith, there- 
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upon arrested by the gendarmes and beaten into in- 
sensibility ; 

3. The Baptist minister, Jon Ungar, arrested and 
brutally beaten by the gendarmes of Negrilesti, Dis- 
trict of Solnok-Dubuka, because he had conducted 
services ; 

4. L. Ivanosh, Baptist minister of Isvoare, Dis- 
trict Orheiu, arrested during the service and chapel 
closed ; 

5. Lazar Zaharia, of Farau, District Hunedioara, 
expelled by order of the primpretor from the town 
of Beius because having made Baptist propaganda; 

6. The local priest, Andrei Martzan, of Jepis, 
District Bihor, lies in wait for the Baptists going 
to service on Sunday and beats them; 

7. The local priest of Vidra, District of Turda, 
goes with the gendarmes to the Baptist chapel dur- 
ing the service, breaks up the service and arrests 
the leaders and confiscates the books: 

8. The dead child of Simion Popovici, Baptist, 
of Firigibaz, District of Temesvar, was taken away 
by the local priest by force, being aided by the 
gendarmes and, despite the protests of the parents, 
was buried according to the rites of the Orthordox 
church. 

9. The Baptist minister, Tithol Hijniakow, ar- 
rested in Hotin, District of Bassarabia, and sent 
before the court-martial at Cernautz, and the Bap- 
tist minister, J. Lebedenco, arrested at Ismail: 

10. George Suciu, and others, of Aiud, District of 
Alba, beaten by the gendarmes because of the Bap- 
tist faith: 

11. Baptist services in Straja, in Patrautzi, in 
Behaneshti, and other places in Bucovina prohibited 
and Baptists persecuted : 

12. Anghel Caliman and others of Capalnashi, 
District of Carash-Severin, arrested because of their 
Baptist faith and escorted to Birchish, where they 
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are forced to work the whole day without food. The 
services forbidden under threat of serious punish- 
ment in case they would be held: 


13. The Baptist meeting places in Fizeash and 
Moldova, District of Carash-Severin, closed by the 
police: 

14. Theodore Benda, of Butin, District of Arad, 
fined thirty lei by the police because his children 
attended Baptist services and not the Orthordox 
church: 

15. The local priest of Maska, District of Arad, 
succeeds in having the child of Baptist, John Stoian, 
expelled from school: 

16. The children of Baptists in Cermei, District 
of Arad, prohibited from visiting school because 
of their Baptist faith: 

17. Baptist school children of Dud, District of 
Arad, and of Ramnio, District of Ramnio-Sarat, 
publicly ridiculed and beaten: 


18. According to a medical certificate sent us, 
the local priest Vidrighin, of Seleushi, District of 
Arad, beat the child of the Baptist Joan Rameshi 
so that it became bedridden: 

19. The children of Baptists in Noroda, Dis- 
trict of Arad, expelled from school: 

20. The children of Baptists in Permata, Dis- 
trict of Arad, by the local priest, Theodor Draila, 
expelled from school: 

21. The child of the Baptist, Theodor Stanca, 
ridiculed publicly because of the Baptist faith and 
then brutally beaten by the local priest. 


There is. a medical certificate covering this case 
also. 


‘“™o all these the attention of the Rumanian Min- 


istry has been called, but up to the present time 
no remedy or punishment has followed.’’ 
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The “Baptist and Replector” of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., under date August 24, 1922, 
published a communication from the Execu- 
tive Committee of the Baptists in Bucharest, 
Roumania, as follows: 


** Although we were promised by the Cultus-Min- 
ister full religious liberty, Baptists are still per- 
secuted for their faith in Roumania. News comes 
from all parts of the country that our brethren are 
beaten, arrested and churches and meeting houses 
are kept closed by state officials. 


‘““We have proofs that religious persecution is 
planned by the priests of the Orthordox State 
church and carried on by the state officials. The 
Department of the Ministry of Religious Minori- 
ties is used as an instrument against Baptists, 
Adventists and Nazarenes. In this department, the 
general director of foreign religions, Dr. P. Jone- 
sau, has used in the past three years every oppor- 
tunity to persecute Baptists. 

‘“‘There are some meeting houses still closed by 
order of state officials under heavy fines and cor- 
poral tortures for those who dare to hold a Bap- 
tist prayer meeting or service. 

‘‘In Birtin, District of Bihor, the Gendarmes 
called together the Baptist women of the town to 
meet in the Baptist meeting house. When there, 
the Gendarmes ordered them to take their children 
to the priest of the town to have him baptize them. 
Of course these sisters refused to do so. The re- 
sult was that the Gendarmes entered the meeting 
house with drawn out arms and one of the sisters 
was beaten to bleeding. The children were taken 
by force from their mothers to the local priest and 
he baptized them. 
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‘Our preachers are threatened with all sorts of 
tortures by state officials so that they are in dan- 
ger of losing their lives any moment. School child- 
ren are persecuted. Baptist school boys are being 
persecuted in the public schools, beaten and thrown 
out for their Baptist faith. All the children are 
forced to make the sign of the cross. Those who 
refuse to do so are shut from the lessons and in 
many cases barbarously beaten. 

‘“ About two weeks ago a sister died in Bucovine. 
The local state authority forbade her relatives and 
the brethren to bury her. In the meantime the 
state officials sent their armed Gendarmes with 
hole diggers, who buried her in the back yard of 
her home. Not one of her relatives or of the breth- 
ren was permitted to be present when they buried 
the old lady. 

‘‘In the District of Caras-Sevorin, an old man, 
whose sons are Baptists, died a year ago. The old 
man used to attend the Baptist church and just 
before passing away declared before two witnesses 
that if he died he wanted to have the Baptists come 
and bury him. This happened a year ago April 
last and now news comes stating that the state au- 
thorities exhumed the body of the old man and 
buried it in a place of shame, and they ask now 
the brethren to pay 3,000 Lei for expenses as fines. 

‘“The state authority, the Minister of the Culturas, 
only persecutes the Baptists and endangers their 
lives. In the session of the Church Consistory of 
the State-Church, held the other week at Bucha- 
rest, resolutions were passed to persecute the Sects 
by all means they can. The Metropolitan Primate 
of Roumania declared that Adventists are not tole- 
rated in the United States and therefore nobody 
should tolerate them here. He asked the clergy to 
use as much as they can religious politics in per- 
secuting heretics. 
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‘‘The hardest form of persecution is the prosecu- 
tion against school children. This kind of prosecu- 
tion has spread out to all Baptist children and they 
suffer under it, especially those who are conscien- 
tious and eager to make progress in their studies. 
A certain person was present at a secret meeting 
held last spring at Oradea-Mare, Transylvania, of 
all public school teachers, reports that the local 
Bishop of the state church asked the teachers to do 
all they can to exterminate the Baptists, saying that 
Baptists must perish or die. The Bishop of Arad 
said that while there will exist a Roumania, they 
are not going to give liberty to Baptists. 

““We are asking Baptists of all tongues in all 
countries to lift up their voices against the injustice, 
the maltreatment and the persecutions done to us, 
to our children and to our preachers for our Baptist 
faith.’’ 


CHURCH RESOLUTIONS 


SOUTHERN BAPTISTS: 


Whereas, the boast of the Roman Church that it 
never changes is frequently illustrated in our boasted 
free America by Romish mobs against expositions 
and discussions of its teachings, schemes, and prac- 
tices, emphasizing that ‘‘Eternal vigilance is the 
price of liberty’’: 


Resolved, That this Convention re-passes the 
resolutions that it passed last year, as follows: 

Whereas, The combination of church and state 
has resulted in relentless religious persecution and 
has crimsoned the pages of the past with the blood 
of the saints; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That we, the representatives of South- 
ern Baptists, in convention assembled, while re- 
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affirming our age-long contention of the right of 
every man to worship according to the dictates of 
his own conscience, DENY THE RIGHT OF ANY 
MAN OR ORGANIZATION TO FORCE THE CON- 
CLUSIONS OF CONSCIENCE upon any man, 
woman, or child. 


Resolved, That we view with serious alarm and 
vigorously protest against the efforts of the Roman 
Catholic Hierarchy to gain control of our Govern- 
ment and thereby be in a position to fasten either its 
faith or its fallicies upon the conscience of a free 
and sovereign people. 

Resolved, That we deeply deplore the presence 
of a Papal legate as the representative of the Vati- 
can at our national capital for the purpose of in- 
fluencing government affairs. 

Resolved, That we earnestly protest against the 
presence of national representatives in their official 
capacity at ecclesiastical functions, and the mani- 
fest disposition on the part of some of our politicians 
to show deference to so-called Church dignitaries. 

Resolved, That we also protest against the sen- 
tencing of any person, by any Judge, to serve in any 
religious institution. 

Resolved, That since Baptists have borne the 
blunt of the battle which has given religious liberty 
to the people of the United States, we herein affirm 
our determination to perpetuate this precious boon 
for the present and all future generations. To this 


end we pledge our property, our lives, and our 
sacred honor.”’ 


SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIANS. 


Resolved, That the General Assembly views with 
serious concern the growth and pernicious activity 
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of that powerful politico-religious organization 
known as.the Roman Catholic Church, which is and 
always has been a menace or a blight to the civil 
and religious liberty of every kind where it has 
obtained a foothold; that it views with serious con- 
cern the apathy of all public men concerning this 
menace, the disposition of the government to grant 
special favors to this organization, and the ominous 
silence of the press concerning any adverse criti- 
cism of this body and at the same time a readiness 
freely to advertise all that is of interest to this so- 
ealled church. 


Resolved, That the Roman Catholic church is a 
politico-religious organization, as ex-cathedra or offi- 
cial teaching of the papacy makes clear. 

“That this politico-religious organization is a 
MENACE TO HUMAN LIBERTY. 

‘“‘The Church of Rome is a MENACE IN PRO- 
PORTION TO ITS POWER. 

“That ignorance is bound to be dispelled and 
Rome is to decay. 

‘“The Roman Catholics are crowding their repre- 
sentatives into political power in our municipalities, 
state governments, and national government. 

‘Rome is endeavoring to capture the secular press 
of the country. 

‘‘Nor can it be doubted that many proprietors of 
newspapers are afraid to publish anything about 
Rome; that they are cowed by or sold (subsidized) 
to Rome. 

‘*By such and other means, Rome endeavors to 
break down the public schools; she aspires also to 
use the public money to advance schools of her own. 

“‘Rome is loosening the bonds of law and order 
by teaching that civil oaths may be taken with 
mental reservation; that an oath to support a civil 
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constitution not in accord with the Roman church 
is not binding.’’ 


NORTHERN METHODISTS 


Whereas, The politico-ecclesiastical organization 
known as the Roman Catholic Church has become, 
by its great numbers, its false dogmas, its peculiar 
practice, its political activity, its hostility to our 
public schools, and its arrogant and bigoted assump- 
tion of supremacy, a menace to the well-being of 
our republic; therefore be it 

Resolved, That we urge our people more fully to 
inform themselves concerning the history, character, 
claims and ‘purposes of this age-long enemy of civil 
and religious liberty; that we request the editor of 
our official press to open their columns freely for 
such news items, correspondence, and discussion as 
will tend to awaken our people to the magnitude of 
this peril, and that we request our bishops to place 
in the course of study for our ministry such books 
as will fortify and prepare them for successful resis- 
tance to the further aggressions of the papacy. 

Resolved, That we respectfully request the con- 
gress of the United States to eradicate this root 
of bitterness, sectarian appropriations, from our reli- 
gious and civil life by submitting a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting all sectarian appropriations 
wherever our flag floats, whether by national, state, 
or municipal governments. 


NORTHERN BAPTISTS 


Resolved, That we re-affirm our traditional doc- 
trine of the separation of church and state as the 
guaranty of religious liberty; that we desire this 
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religious liberty for all men as well as for ourselves; 
that we view with grave concern the disposition 
of the Roman Catholie Church to tax us through the 
State with the support of its institutions, that we 
especially oppose being compelled as taxpayers to 
maintain parochial schools, which are and should 
remain purely private institutions; and that we 
protest against the attempts in various sections of 
the country to prevent freedom of speech by mob 
violence, to curtail the freedom of the mails, and to 
close the press against the discussion of these ques- 
tions. 

Resolved, That we hereby petition congress to 
submit an amendment to the constitution of the 
United States prohibiting any appropriation of pub- 
lie money by the nation, state or subsidiary political 
divisions for any church institution, school, society 
or undertaking wholly or in part under sectarian or 
ecclesiastical control. 

Resolved, That we petition the house of represen- 
tatives protesting against the bill introduced by Mr. 
Fitzgerald, of New York, giving the Postmaster- 
General power to exclude religiously offensive pub- 
lications from the mails. While we earnestly depri- 
cate malicious or ignorant attacks against any or- 
ganization, we consider such a bill dangerous to our 
liberties and opposed to the wide freedom which 
should be allowed the press in a free country. 

Resolved, That as a body of Christians composed 
of men and women of all nations of both native 
and foreign birth who have learned the real mean- 
ing of loyalty to the nation through the democracy 
characteristic of our thousands of churches, we 
pledge ourselves afresh at this time of confused 
loyalty to the only political allegiance we have 
ever recognized in this land of our residence, to 
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the government and authority of the United States 
of America. 


CATHOLICISM IN LATIN AMERICA 


-Few people in this country know the aw- 
tul menace of Roman Catholicism in Papal 
ridden countries. In free Protestant coun- 
tries like America the Roman Catholic 
church enjoys equal rights and privileges 
with all other citizens. This freedom she 
has consistently abused to the menace of 
the State. In Roman Catholic countries she 
intolerantly denies that freedom to all other 
forms of worship, even when the Constitu- 
tion of the country guarantees such liberty 
of worship. This intolerance is increasing 
alarmingly in Latin American countries, as 
will be seen from the following Editorial in 
the February 1923 issue of The Latin 
American Evangelist, San Jose, Costa Rica; 
entitled ““‘We Enter Our Protest’: 

“Clerical reactionaries all over Central America, 
and in some of the South American republics, are 
making much capital out of the expulsion of the 
Jesuit Archbishop of Guatemala by the Government 
of that country, about four months ago. With ecro- 
codile tears they are parading the Archbishop as 
a victim of religious intolerance, and of an iron 


dictatorship which usurps the government against 
the wishes of the people. 


‘Very little notice their hypocritical whinings 
would merit or receive were it not for the fact 
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that, with their usual Jesuitical astuteness, the 
clericals are, through the medium of the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy in the United States, seeking 
to incite the Government of Washington to inter- 
fere in matters which are entirely and properly 
within the province of the Government of Guate- 
mala, and which are in strict accordance with the 
law and constitution of that country. 

““The following cable of sympathy was sent by 
the United States Roman Catholic prelates on re- 
ceiving notice of the expulsion of the Archbishop 
last September: Washington, October 1922. The 
Cardinals, Archbishops and Bishops of the United 
States. assembled at Washington, manifest their 
sympathy with the Ecclesiastical Governor of the 
Church of Guatemala, in the grave trials to which 
it is now subjected, in violation of the principles of 
equity and culture. Signed, William, Cardinal 
O’Connel, Archbishop of Boston. (Translation). 

‘“‘The exiled Archbishop sent in reply, the ex- 
pression of his profound gratitude, and added, I 
beseech you to influence, if it is possible, the Ameri- 
can Government, that it may inspire the rulers of 
Guatemala with ideas of justice and religious 
liberty. 

““The above sounds well from the most dangerous 
reactionary in these countries, the men who out- 
lawed our campaign evangelists in the City of 
Guatemala a year ago, and who by open propaganda 
from press and pulpit, and by nefarious private 
machinations, tried to drive them from the country; 
and who, finding that impossible, instigated an at- 
tempt on their lives by dynamite bombs in the City 
of Guatemala itself, which failing, a further, and 
more nearly successful attempt was made to murder 
them in the town of Amatitlan, where Mr. Strachan 
escaped with his life, though not a whole skin, from 
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an infuriated mob which had been expressly insti- 
gated to do the dastardly deed. 

‘“‘That is the man who now invokes religious 
liberty. It well becomes his excellency the late 
Archbishop of Guatemala to speak of justice and 
religious liberty in view of the above events. In- 
deed the words justice and religious liberty sound 
passing strange from the lips of any member of 
the Order which has been expelled from all coun- 
tries in the world where they have established them- 
selves, and where, in defiance of constitutional 
government, they have always and at all times 
plotted against the liberal institutions of free people. 

‘‘Secure in the knowledge that the people of the 
United States are unacquainted, for the most part, 
with political happenings in these Latin American 
republics, they would now in pursuance of their 
usual policy of intrigue, trade on the love of fair 
play and freedom of a great Protestant nation, and 
attempt to make a ecat’s paw of the American 
Government. It would be a wonderful triumph 
indeed if they could secure from that Government 
even the expression of a hope that the Government 
of Guatemala might reconsider its attitude towards 
the Archbishop. We do not believe for a moment 
that such a thing is possible, but that is what the 
Jesuits are working for. 

‘‘We think that the people at home, and espe- 
cially the Christian people, should be informed on 
these matters. In expelling the Archbishop with 
twenty-four hour’s notice, the Government of 
Guatemala acted strictly within the laws of the 
country, and only after the most severe provoca- 
tion. In an attempt to unseat the constitutional 
government of the country the clerical party had 
instigated the most barbarous crimes, of which 
ample documentary evidence is in the hands of the 
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authorities. This evidence directly inculpates the 
Archbishop as having taken a prominent part in 
organizing the movement. In the decree of expul- 
sion President Orellana clearly sets forth the deter- 
minedly seditious attitude of the foreign priests of 
the Order of Jesus, with cognizance of the Arch- 
bishop, all of whom were in the country in defiance 
of the laws. The President pointed out that their 
propaganda for the overthrow of the government 
was openly carried on by pulpit and press, and 
with the printed ecclesiastical sanction of the 
Church. 


“‘He stated further that the government had made 
repeated efforts to get the ecclesiastical authorities 
to put a stop to these irregularities, but in vain. 
On the contrary they became more intensified and 
violent until they culminated in the bloody revolu- 
tion which convulsed the country and caused the 
deaths of hundreds of innocent people, the blame 
for which the President boldly lays at the door of 
the Catholic church, and especially of the Arch- 
bishop, whose influence and authority, said the 
President, would at any time have been sufficient 
to prevent all that had taken place. 


“In the face of all that—and there has been no 
attempt to disprove these charges—the reactionary 
clerical party in these countries is seeking to dis- 
eredit the Government of Guatemala, and at the 
same time is loudly proclaiming itself an admirer of 
justice and religious liberty. The only liberty these 
people understand is the liberty to destroy their 
opponents, the liberty to rule supreme over men’s 
minds and consciences, the liberty to shut the door 
of the kingdom of heaven on those who will not pay 
their price; liberty for themselves, but not for 
others. 
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‘(From all quarters come accounts of active perse- 
cutions from which life and property have suffered. 
Within recent months Protestant missionaries have 
laid down their lives at the hands of fanatical mobs 
instigated by the priests. So wide-spread have these 
outbreaks become that close observers are convinced 
that an organized attempt is on foot to drive evange- 
lical doctrines and evangelical propaganda from 
these countries. 

‘‘In calling attention to these things, it is with 
the desire that Christians at home should not be 
led astray by the hypocritical propaganda going on 
in the columns of influential sections of the publie 
press of the United States, but that on the con- 
trary they should know the true inwardness of the 
situation in these countries where, we have the 
anomaly of free Republics whose Constitutions guar- 
antee liberty of worship and of conscience to all, 
yet where it is not possible here in the twentieth 
century to preach the Gospel without danger to life 
or limb.’’ 


CHAPTER XI. 
ROMANISM vs. AMERICANISM 


Our charge is, that the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy is not only seeking to unite 
Church and State in America, but seeks 
complete dominion over this Government, 
dictating the Laws that shall be passed and 
enforced. Also, that no consistent member 
of the Roman Catholic church can be a one 
hundred per cent American, for the reason 
that his Oath to maintain the Constitution 
of the United States would be in direct 
conflict with his Oath of Allegiance to the 
Pope of Rome. 

While it may be that a large number of 
Roman Catholics are not aware of it (which 
is also true of many intellectual protes- 
tants) yet it is the ambition, purpose, and 
design of the Roman system to have an 
American Church, dominated by the Pope, 
and to change the whole purpose and de- 
sign of the founders of this Republic. This 
we shall substantiate with witnesses from 
the Roman catholic church, as follows: 


POPE PIUS IX. (Paragraphs from the Syllabus 
of Pius IX, issued Dec. 8, 1864, confirmed 
by “Decrees of Infallibility,”” and made eter- 
nal and equal in authority with the Deca- 
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logue by the Council of the Vatican 1870. 
The rights and power of the Church are 
affirmed). 

1. ‘‘The Church has a right to require the State 
NOT to leave every man free to profess his own 
religion: 

2. The Church has the right to exercise her 
power without permission or consent of the State, 

3. The Church has the right to prevent the foun- 
dation of any national church, not subject to the 
authority of the Roman Pontiff: 

4. The Church has the right to deprive the Civil 
authority of the entire government of public schools. 

5. The Church has the right of perpetuating the 
union of Church and State. 

6. The Church has the right to require that the 
Catholic religion shall be the only religion of the 
State, to the exclusion of all others: 

7. The Church has the right and power of re- — 
quiring the State not to permit free expression of 
opinion.”’ 


Pope Pius IX., in this same Encyclical, 
stated: 


‘Tt is an error to hold that in case of conflicting 
laws between the two powers (church and state) 
the civil law ought to prevail.’’ 


POPE LEO XIIL., In his Encyclical Jan- 
uary 10, 1870, says: 


‘‘Cases happen in which the State demands 
one thing from the citizen, and religion the 
opposite from Christians, and this undoubt- 
edly for no other reason than that the heads 
of the State pay no regard to the sacred 
power of the Church, or desire to make it 
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subject to them. No one, however, can doubt 
which is to receive the preference. It is an 
impious deed to break the laws of Jesus Christ 
for the purpose of obeying magistrates, or to 
transgress the laws of the Church under pre- 
text of obeying the Civil law.’’ 


Again, in November 1890, this Pope says: 


“All Catholics should exert their power to 
cause the Constitutions of the States to be 
modeled to the principles of their Church.’’ 


POPE GREGORY XIL., says: 


‘““The power of the Church is superior to the 
power of the State.’’ 


POPE MARTIN V., sent this letter to the 
King of Poland. (Cormenin. Vol. II., page 
Pity 


‘‘Know that the interests of the Holy See, and 
those of your Crown, make it a duty to exter- 
minate the Hussites . . . . While there is 
still time, then, turn your forces against 
Bohemia: burn, massacre, make deserts every- 
where, for nothing could be more agreeable 
to God, or more useful to the cause of kings, 
than the extermination of the Hussites.’’ 


POPE MARCELLUS. (See “Decrees, 
Corpus Juris Canonici, part 2, chap 18). 


‘*A heretic merits the pains of fire. By the 
Gospel, the canons, civil law, and custom, 
heretics must be burned.”’ 
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POPE GREGORY IX. (See “Decretals of 
Gregory IX., book 5, title 7). 


‘©All persons may attack any rebels to the 
church, and despoil them of their wealth, 
and slay them, and burn their houses and 
cities.’ 
Schaff’s “Church History” Vol. II., sec. 
27, says: 
‘“‘The secular power shall swear to extermi- 


nate all heretics condemned by the Church, 
and if they do not, they shall be anathema.’’ 


It must be remembered that the “‘Ency- 
clicals” of the Pope means that he is inter- 
preting the Law, just as the judge “charges 
the jury.” Then, if the laws of the Vatican, 
the Pope, and the Church, are to take pre- 
cedence over the laws of the United States, 
and the members of the Roman Catholic 
church are obliged to obey the Pope rather 
than the laws of our country, how can they 
claim 100 per cent Americanism? 

Following up the laws of the Vatican, 
let us see what a few of the Pope’s subordi- 
nates have to say. 


BISHOP GILMORE, in his Lenten Let- 
ter, March 1873: 


“Tf we hold our own amid the universal war 
that is going on, we must be more united. 
Nationality must be made subordinate to re- 
ligion, and we must learn that we are Catho- 
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lies first and citizens next. ‘God is above man, 
and the Church is above the State. At pre- 
sent we have nothing to hope for from the 
State.”’ 


PRIEST PHELAN, Editor, Western 
Watchman, Catholic, June 27, 1912: 


““Tell us that we are Catholics first, and 
Americans or Englishmen afterwards; of 
course we are. Tell us, that in a conflict 
between the Church and the Civil govern- 
ment we take side of the Church; of course 
we do. Why, if the Government of the 
United States were at war with the Church, 
we would say tomorrow, TO HELL WITH 
THE GOVERNMENT. OF THE UNITED 
STATES; if the church and all the govern- 
ments of the world were at war, we would 
say, TO HELL WITH ALL THE GOVERN- 
MENTS OF THE WORLD. 


Why is it that this country where we have 
only 7 per cent of the population, the Catho- 
lic Church is so much feared? She is loved 
by all her children, and feared by everybody. 
Why is it that the Pope has such tremendous 
power? Why, the Pope is the ruler of the 
world. All the emperors, all the kings, all 
the princes, all the presidents of the world are 
as these altar boys. The Pope is the ruler 
of the world.”’ 


This same Editor under date September 
2A AGT says: 
‘‘Civil independence is absolutely necessary 


for the free and untrammeled exercise of the 
Supreme Pontiff. The Supreme head of the 
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Universal Church cannot consistently, with 
the dignity of his office, or the exercise of the 
powers of which he is the depository, be the 
subject of any Government, but must not 
only possess, but freely exercise Sovereign 
rights.’ 


W. ARTHUR’S “The Pope, the King, and 
the People” Vol. 2, page 265, says: 


‘‘Every Catholic whose actions are ruled by 
faith he professes is a born enemy of the 
State, since he finds himself bound in con- 
science to contribute as far as in him lies 
to the subjection of all nations, and all kings, 
to the Roman Pontiff.’’ 


THE CATHOLIC WORLD; New York; 
XI. No. 64, 1870, says: 


‘‘While the State has rights, she has them 
/ only in virtue and by permission of superior 
/ authority, and that authority can only be 
V expressed through the Church; that is, 
through the organic law, infallibly announced 
and unchangeably asserted, regardless of 
temporal consequences.”’ 


Again it says, July 1870; 


‘“‘The supreme duty of Catholics is to obey the 
Pope, and seek in every way, and especially by 
means of the ballot, to render the Catholic policy 
effective in this country. Catholics should vindicate 
this policy with property, liberty, and life. If the 
Pope’s authority and that of any Civil government 
comes into conflict upon any vital point, the Catho- 
lic is to act in the 19th century precisely as he did 
in the Ist, 2nd, and 38rd century.”’ 


j 
| 


ROMANISM VS. AMERICANISM 111 


Again, this same paper in a leading arti- 
cle of September 1871, entitled ‘‘The Re- 
formation Not Conservative” and referring 
to the United States government, says: 


‘“We do not accept it, or hold it to be any Govern- 
ment at all, or as capable of performing any of the 
proper functions of government; and if it continues 
to be interpreted by the revolutionary principle of 
Protestantism it is sure to fall—to lose itself either 
in the supremacy of the mob or in military despo- 
tism; and doom us, like unhappy France, to alter- 
nate between with the mob uppermost today, and 
the espot tomorrow.’’ 


Again, this Editor writes: 


‘There has never been a period in American his- 
tory when the Churches’ opportunity has been so 
close to her. To a great extent the ancient antago- 
nisms have died. Protestantism is disintergrating 
before our eyes. The moment is ripe to build a 
CATHOLIC AMERICA, and the strong men are 
now laying the foundation.’’ 


SHEPHERD OF THE VALLEY, A 
Roman Catholic paper published at St. 
Louis, Mo., in 1876, under the supervision 
of Archbishop Kendrick, says: 


We confess that the Roman Catholic church is 
intolerant; that is to say, that it uses all the means 
in its power for the extirpation of error and sin; 
but this intolerance is the logical and necessary 
consequence of her infallibility. She alone has 
the right to be intolerant, because she alone has 
the truth. The Church tolerates heretics where 
she is obliged to do so, but she hates them mortally, 
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and employs all her force to secure their anni- 
hilation. When the Catholics shall be in posses- 
sion of a considerable majority—which will cer- 
tainly be the case by and by—then religious lib- 
erty will have come to an end in the United States. 
Our enemies say this, and we believe with them. 
Our enemies know that we do not pretend to be 
better than our Church, and in what concerns her 
history is open to all. They know, then, how the 
Roman church dealt with heretics in the middle 
ages and how she deals with them today where 
she has the power. We think no more of denying 
these historic facts than we do of blaming the 
saints of God and the princes of the Church for 
what they have done and approved in these mat- 
ters.’’ 


MORNING STAR: New Orleans, May 
21, 1913, says: 


‘‘Twenty-five years hence the Catholics of the 
United States will not be sixteen million, but 
twice that number. The vote will be in their hands 
and the future Republic will depend upon their 
use of it.”’ 


BRONSON’S REVIEW: Dr. Bronson, a 
renowned pervert from protestantism, now 
a recognized Catholic authority, in Bron- 
son’s Review, April 1845, says: 


“If the Church should direct the Catholic eit- 
izens of this American Republic ‘to abolish the 
Constitution, the liberty, and the very existence 
of the country as a Sovereign state, and transfer 
it to the crown of Louis Napoleon Bonaparte, they 
are bound by a divine ordinance to obey.’’ 
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This man again says, in his Review, June 
1851: 


‘‘The Pope has the right to pronounce sentence 
of deposition against any sovereign, when re- 
quired by the good of the spiritual order...the 
power of the Church exercised over sovereigns in 
the Middle Ages was not usupation, was not de- 
rived from the concessions of princes or the con- 
sent of the people, but was and is held by divine 
right, and he who resists it, rebels against the 
King of kings and Lord of lords.’’ 


Again: in his Quarterly Review, January 
1854, Bronson says: 


‘“What the Church has done, what she has ex- 
pressed or tacitly approved in the past, that is 
exactly what she will do, express, or tacitly ap- 
prove in the future, if the same circumstances oc- 
eur.”’ 


In the “Catholic World,” September 1871, 
page 736; 

‘‘Interpreted by the Protestant principle, so wide- 
ly diffused among us...we do not accept it, or 
hold it to be any Government at all, or as capable 
of performing any of the proper functions of gov- 
ernment...If the American Republic is to be sus- 
tained and preserved at all, it must be by the re- 
jection of the Reformation, (separation of Church 
and State) and the acceptance of the Catholic prin- 
ciple by the American people.”’ 


CATHOLIC WEEKLY: Albany, N. Y., 
says: 


‘‘We are Catholic first, last, and all the time. 
Our eareer is to enlighten Catholics of every na- 
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tionality, and to defend the Church against every 
comer, no matter who or what he is. When the 
Pope speaks the Church speaks, and when the 
Church speaks, God speaks. Though we love our 
country dearly, we love our Church more.”’ 


In the Catholic school book, ‘The 
Abridged Course of Religious Instruction, 
page 178-208, used in the Catholic schools 
of America, the following is taught: 


“‘The will of the Pope is the Supreme law of 
all lands.”’ 

Again: ‘‘In every promissory Oath, although 
taken, there are certain conditions tacitly under- 
stood, among which are: 


Teer) can. 

2. ‘* ‘To save the right and authority of a Su- 
perior.’ 

3. ‘* ‘When the Oath supposes the right and the 


honor of the Apostolic See to be illicit.’ ”’ 


This is not only teaching the young Roman 
Catholic that the law of the Pope is superior 
to the law of his Government, but also that 
he has a right to lie under certain circum- 
stances, especially when dealing with Pro- 
testants. This is known among Catholics 
as “Mental Reservation.” 

The following is from The Rambler, a 
Roman Catholic paper of London, Eng., 
quoted by Rev. Josiah Strong, in “Our Coun- 
try” (page 48). 
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‘*Religious liberty, in the sense of liberty pos- 
sessed by every man to choose his religion, is one 
of the most wicked delusions ever foisted upon 
this age by the father of all deceit. The very name 
of liberty—except in a sense permission to do ecer- 
tain definite acts—ought to be banished from the 
domain of religion. It is neither more or less than 
falsehood. No man has a right to choose his re- 
ligion. None but an atheist can uphold the prin- 
ciples of religious liberty. Shall I foster that damn- 
able doctrine of Socialism, and Calvinism, and 
Anglicanism, and Judaism? Are not every one of 
them moral sins, like murder and adultery? Shall 
I hold out hopes to my erring Protestant brother 
that I will not meddle with his creed if he will 
not meddle with mine? Shall I tempt him to for- 
get that he has no more right to his religious views 
than he has to my purse, to my home, or to my 
life blood? No; Catholicism is the most intolerant 
sf creeds. IT IS INTOLERANCE ITSELF.”’ 


CHAPTER XII. 
TEMPORAL POWER 


Regarding the temporal power over the 
nations of earth claimed by the Vatican, it 
is well to note some extracts from the “Great 
Encyclical Letters” of Pope Leo XIII, who 
died July 20, 1903. This book is published 
by Benziger Brothers, New York, “‘Printers 
to the Holy Apostolic See,” with inprima- 
tur of John M. Farley, Archbishop of New 
York, hence it is oblige to be authentic. 


PAGE 11. ‘‘Such too is the purpose of the seiz- 
ing of the temporal power, conferred many centu- 
ries ago by Divine Providence on the Bishop of 
Rome, that he might without let or hindrance use 
the authority conferred by Christ for the eternal 
welfare of the nations.’’ 

PAGE 15. ‘‘We shall never cease to strive that 
Our authority may meet with due deference: 
that obstacles may be removed which hamper the 
free exercise of Our ministry, and that we may be 
restored to that condition of things in which the 
design of God’s wisdom has long ago placed the 
Roman Pontiff. We are moved to demand this 
restoration, Venerable Brethren, not by any feel- 
ing of ambition or desire of supremacy, but by 
the nature of Our office and by Our sacred promise 
confirmed on Oath, and further, not only because 
this sovereignty is essential to protect and pre- 
serve the full liberty of the spiritual power, but 
also because it is an ascertained fact that, when 
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the temporal sovereignty of the Apostolic See is 
in question, the cause of the public good and the 
well-being of all human society in general are also 
at stake. Hence, we cannot omit, in the discharge 
of Our duty, which obliges Us to guard the rights 
of Holy Church, to renew and confirm in every 
particular by this Our Letter those declarations 
and protests which Pius IX, of sacred memory, 
Our predecessor, on many and repeated occasions 
published against the seizing of the civil authority 
and the infringement of rights belonging to the 
Roman Catholic church.”’ 

PAGE 40. ‘‘Defending the truths divinely de- 
livered, and resisting those who dare oppose them.’’ 

PAGE 112. ‘‘Over this mighty multitude God 
has Himself set rulers with power to govern; and 
He has willed that One (the Pope) should be the 
head of all, and the chief and unerring teacher of 
truth, to whom He has given the ‘keys of the 
kingdom of heaven.’ This society is made up of 
men, just as civil society is, and yet is supernat- 
ural and spiritual, on account of the end for which 
it was founded, and of the means by which it aims 
at attaining that end. Hence it is distinguished 
and differs from civil society, and what is of the 
highest moment, it is a society chartered as of 
right divine, perfect in its nature and in its title, 
to possess in itself and by itself, through the will 
and loving kindness of its Founder, all needful pro- 
vision for its maintenance and action. And just 
as the end at which the Church aims is by far the 
noblest of ends, so is the authority the most ex- 
alted of all authority, nor can it be looked upon 
as inferior to the civil power, or in any manner 


dependent upon it. 
“In very truth Jesus Christ gave to His apostles 
unrestrained authority in regard to things sacred, 
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together with the genuine and most true power 
to making laws, as also with the two-fold right 
of judging and punishing, which flows from that 
power. 

‘‘Nay more, princes and all invested with power 
to rule have themselves approved it, in theory 
alike and in practice.’’ (i. e., the Dark Age). ‘‘ And 
assuredly all ought to hold that it was not without 
a singular disposition jof God’s providence that 
this power of the Church was provided with a civil 
sovereignty as the surest safeguard of her inde- 
pendence.’’ 

PAGE 122. ‘‘Contentions frequently arise be- 
tween the ecclesiastical and the civil power, of 
which the common issue is, that the weaker yields 
to the one which is stronger in human resources. 
Accordingly, it has become the practice and de- 
termination under this condition of public policy, 
now so much admired by many either to forbid 
the action of the Church altogether, or to keep her 
in check and bondage to the State. Public enact- 
ments are in great measure framed with this de- 
sign. The drawing up of laws, the administration 
of State affairs, the godless education of youth, 
the spoliation and suppression of religious orders, 
the overthrow of the temporal power of the Roman 
Pontiff, all alike aim at this one end—to paralyze 
the action of Christian institutions, (Catholic) to 
cramp to the utmost the freedom of the Catholic 
Church, and to curtail her every single preroga- 
tive.’’ 

PAGE 123. ‘‘The sovereignty of the people, 
however, and this without any reference to God, 
is held to reside in the multitude; which is a doe- 
trine exceedingly well calculated to flatter and to 
inflame many passions, but which lacks all reason- 
able proof, and all power of insuring public safety 
and preserving order.”’ 
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PAGE 124. ‘‘To exclude the Church, founded 
by God Himself, from the business of life, from 
the power of making laws, from the training of 
youth, from domestic society, is a grave and fatal 
error...To wish the Church to be subject to the 
civil power in the exercise of her duty is a great 
folly and a sheer injustice...To the like effect, 
also, as occasion presented itself, did Pius IX. 
brand publicly many false opinions which were 
gaining ground, and afterwards ordered them to 
be condensed in summary form in order that in 
this sea of error Catholics might have a light 
which they might safely follow.’’ 

PAGE 126. ‘‘The unrestrained freedom of think- 
ing and of openly making known one’s thoughts is 
not inherent in the rights of citizens, and is by 
no means to be reckoned worthy of favor or sup- 
‘port. In like manner it is to be understood that 
the Church no less than the State itself is a society 
perfect in its own nature and its own right, and 
that those who exercise sovereignty ought not so to 
act as to compel the Church to become subservient 
or subject to them, or to hamper her liberty in 
the management of her own affairs, or to despoil 
her in any way of the other privileges conferred 
upon her by Jesus Christ.’’ 

PAGE 127. ‘‘The Church, indeed, deems it un- 
lawful to place the various forms of divine wor- 
ship on the same footing as the true religion,’’ 
(i. e., Romanism). 

PAGE 129. ‘‘As regards opinion, whatever the 
Roman Pontiffs have hitherto taught, or shall here- 
after teach, must be held with a firm grip of mind, 
and, so often as occasion requires, must be openly 
professed...It is also of great moment to the pub- 
lic welfare to take a prudent part in the business 
of municipal administration, and to endeavor above 
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all to introduce effectual measures, so that, as be- 
comes a Christian (Catholic) people, public pro- 
vision may be made for the instruction of youth in 
religion and true morality. Catholics should ex- 
tend their efforts beyond this restricted) sphere, 
and give their attention to national politics...and 
to use their best endeavors at the same time to in- 
fuse, as it were, into all the veins of the State the 
healthy sap and blood of Christian (papal) wis- 
dom and virtue.’’ 

PAGE 149. ‘‘Let us examine that liberty in in- 
dividuals which is so opposed to the virtue of re-, 
ligion (Catholic), namely, the LIBERTY OF WOR- 
SHIP, as it is called. This is based on the prin- 
ciple that every man is free to profess as he may 
choose any religion or none.’’ 

PAGE 151. ‘‘We must also consider briefly 
LIBERTY OF SPEECH and liberty of the PRESS. 
It is hardly necessary to say that there can be no 
such right as this___A like judgment must be passed 
upon what is called liberty of TEACHING... 
Another liberty is widely advocated, namely, lib- 
erty of CONSCIENCE. If by this is meant that 
every one may, as he chooses, worship God or not, 
it is sufficiently refuted by the arguments already 
adduced.’’ 

PAGE 159. ‘‘From this teaching, as from its 
source and principle, flows that fatal principle of 
the separation of Church and State...Others op- 
pose not the existence of the Church, nor indeed 
could they; yet they despoil her of the nature and 
rights of a perfect society, and maintain that it 
does not belong to her to legislate, to judge, or to 
punish, but only to exhort, to advise, and to rule 
her subjects in accordance with their own consent 
and will. By such opinion they pervert the nature 
of this divine society, and attenuate and narrow 
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its authority, its office of teacher, and its whole 
efficiency, and at the same time they aggrandize 
the power of the civil government to such extent 
as to subject the Church of God to the empire and 
sway of the State, like any voluntary association 
of citizens... 

“From what has been said, it follows that it 
is quite unlawful to demand, to defend, or to grant 
unconditional freedom of thought, of speech, of 
writing, or of worship, as if these were so many 
rights given by nature to man...Whenever there 
exists, or there is reason to fear, an unjust oppres- 
sion of the people on the one hand, or a depri- 
vation of the liberty of the church on the other, 
it is lawful to seek for such a change of govern- 
ment as will bring about due liberty of action... 
Again, it is not of itself wrong to prefer a demo- 
eratic form of government, if only the Catholic 
doctrine be maintained as to the origin and exer- 
cise of power.’’ 

It will be noted that Pope Leo XIII. claims 
that God conferred temporal power of the 
nations of earth on the Bishop of Rome. It 
is hard to understand how a just and loving 
God would have placed such a damnable 
heresy at the head of the nations. It is very 
evident from the reading of the New Testa- 
ment that God established His Church to 
function as a spiritual body, and not to rule 
temporalily over the nations of earth. Tem- 
poral power would be a degradation of the 


work of the church. 
This Pope claims that the Roman Catholic 
church has the “power of making laws, and 
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also the two-fold right of judging and of 
punishing, which flows from that power.” 
Also, that it was the ‘‘disposition of God’s 
providence that this power of the Church 
was provided with a Civil sovereignty as 
the surest safeguard of her independence.” 
One would naturally wonder, if it is the 
disposition of God to confer this civil author- 
ity upon the Pope and his church, why God 
has permitted him to lose it? 

No mere man and church has a right to 
make laws and punish with temporal au- 
thority. This is the work and the duty of 
a constituted civil government, and it alone 
has the “right to legislate, judge, and 
punish.” Every member of the Roman 
Catholic church acknowledges the Canon 
law of the Vatican as valid, which declares 
that the Pope is the “Supreme” lawgiver, 
and that he has the power to enforce observ- 
ance and obedience. When we fully realize 
that doctrine, and what it means, we see 
that it is a Government set up within our 
own American Government, and in de- 
fiance to it, independent of it, arrogating 
ALL rights belonging to it: to legislate, 
judge, and punish. 

LEGISLATE—enact laws to govern; 

JUDGE—whether or not those laws are obeyed; 


PUNISH—when laws of the Vatican are dis- 
obeyed. 
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Now, what are some of the Laws of the Vatican? 
Here are a few: 

1. ‘‘There is no salvation outside of the Roman 
Catholic church: 

2. ‘‘All, baptized persons are subject to the 
Pope: 

3. ‘‘All baptized are cut off by excommunica- 
tion for resisting: 

4. ‘‘The human race is divided into two camps; 
God’s and the devil’s—all separated from the 
Papal church are in the camp of the devil—are 
enemies of God: 

5. ‘‘Papal soldiers cannot remain silent when 
any person violates a law of that church: (Which 
leads to boycott, slander, murder.) 

6. ‘‘All members of the Pope’s society are under 
Oath to persecute and fight all those in the other 
camp when called upon: 

7. ‘*As an infallible church, it has the right to 
execute the death penalty for violation of its laws.’’ 

This same Pope Leo XIII. in his book 
above mentioned, on page 197, says: 

“‘Tt is always urgent, and indeed the main pre- 
occupation, to take thought how best to consult 
the interests of Catholicism. Wherever these ap- 
pear by reason of the effects of adversaries to be 
in danger, all differences of opinion among Cath- 
olies should forthwith cease, so that like thoughts 
and counsels prevailing, they may hasten to the 
aid of religion.’’ (Catholic.) 

This pope orders all Catholics “to use 
their best endeavors to infuse into the veins 
of the State a healthy sap and blood of 
Catholic wisdom and virtue.” Every in- 
telligent member of the Catholic church 
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is under that rule; to “infuse” Romanism 
into every vein of the state; in every politi- 
cal vein; into every public and social vein— 
go anywhere, do anything to advance the 
cause of Romanism—get every man, woman, 
boy and girl in “The National Catholic Wel- 
fare Council” for all these purposes—and 
in case newspapers in the heart of Protes- 
tant centers publish the Pope’s oaths and de- 
crees, or comment upon any phase of Roma- 
nism, the great power of the Church will 
force all manufacturers of nationally adver- 
tised goods to remove the advertisements out 
of such papers or products will be boycotted 
all over America by Catholics. 


But this is not all. This church, through 
the press, and every possible agency for dis- 
seminating knowledge, is advertising Papa- 
lism; they use the picture show screen to 
belittle Protestantism and its ministers, its 
laws and customs, break down the Christian 
Sabbath, commercialize it as a means of 
revenue to Jew and Catholic and to demora- 
lize our Christian Civilization. 

Just as Rome has cemented her forces for 
the purpose of pushing toward the conquest 
of America and the world—for as goes 
America, so goes the world—those who love 
our country and the liberty made possible 
by Protestantism, must be informed and 
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organized not only toward conserving the 
principles of our Christianity and Constitu- 
tion, but that through coordinating forces 
we may turn on the light and let the world 
see Rome in all her hideousness, and expose 
her laws and decrees as a criminal institu- 
tion, having designs against fellow-citi- 
zens who will not submit to Papal authority. 


CHAPTER XII. 


CHURCH AND STATE 


Protestantism would not countenance any 
infringement upon the civil or religious 
rights of the Roman Catholic church, or any 
other sect. If the Romanists sincerely 
think that their Church is the only church 
of God, and the Papal system was instituted 
in the days of Christ, it is their privilege 
to promulgate such doctrines in this free 
country. At the same time, it should not be 
considered slander or persecution on the 
part of Protestants to show the error and 
growth of such a system, its perils to our 
free government, and danger to Protestants 
when Rome gets a sufficient number to en- 
force her laws. 

It is our claim that no consistent Roman 
Catholic can at the same time be a 100 per 
cent American, because the very LAWS 
that make him a Catholic prevent him from 
being a good citizen of the American repub- 
lic. Rome stands as the sworn and relent- 
less enemy of the things most dear to every 
true American, viz., Freedom of Conscience, 
both political and religious; free speech, free - 
press, free public schools, civil marriages, 
and separation of Church and State. 
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As to the union of Church and State, we 
quote the following from Catholic sources: 


POPE PIUS: ‘‘The Church (Catholic) SEO 


State should be united.’’ 


BISHOP O’CONNER: ‘Religious liberty is 
merely endured until the opposite can be carried 
into effect without peril to the Catholie church.’’ 


CARDINAL GIBBONS: ‘‘For our part we have 
every confidence that ere long the clouds which 
now overshadow the Civil throne of the Pope will 
be removed by the breath of a righteous God, and 
that his temporal power will be established on a 
more permanent basis than ever.’’ (Page 180, 
‘*Faith of Our Fathers.’’) 

(This is the man so long sitting at Baltimore, 
where he could spy out the affairs at Washington, 
and who grows optimistic of that coming day of 
union of the Catholic church and this Government.) 


CARDINAL MANNING. In his sermon 
at Kensington, Eng., 1879, when speaking 
for the Pope, said: 

“‘T claim to be the Supreme judge and Director 
of the conscience of men—of the peasant who tills 
the field and the prince that sits upon the throne, 
or the household who sits in the shade of privacy, 
and the legislature that makes the laws for king- 
doms. I am the sole, last, Supreme Judge of what 
is right and wrong.”’ 

DOLINGER: the ardent Romanist, in 
his message “Washington in the Lap of 
Rome.” pg. 243-254, says: 

‘“‘T wonder if they understand in America what 
an infallible Pope means; that it means a hand 


a 


y 
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stretched over into the United States and laid upon 
every Roman Catholic citizen, imposing upon him 
the obligation to set himself up in opposition to 
*the ordinances of your Government whenever the 
Pope shall pronounce his judgment against those 
ordinances on moral or religious grounds.’’ 


PRIEST McDERMOTT; in a sermon in 
_ Philadelphia, April 15, 1894, says: 


“‘T admit the Pope can absolve Catholics from 
» allegiance to the form of government under which 
’ they reside.’’ 


« The “Abriged Course of Religious In- 
struction,” pg. 178, and used in all Papal 
schools of America, says: 


‘“‘The Civil laws are binding in consequence so 
long as they are conformable to the rights of the 
Catholic church.’’ 

Page 203 says: ‘‘The Church can dispense from 
promissory oath. The power belongs to the Pope 
and the Bishops who exercise it either themselves 
or by their delegates.’’ 


POPE PIUS IX. in his Encyclical De- 
cember 8, 1864, says: 


“It is error to hold that in case of conflicting 
laws between the two powers (church and state) 
the Civil law ought to prevail.’’ 


“PAPACY AND THE CIVIL POWER,” 
pages 172-178 says: 


“Interpreted by the Protestant prineiple, so 
widely diffused among us...we do not accept it, 
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or hold it to be any Government at all, or as capa- 
ble of performing any of the functions of govern- 
ment...If the American government is to be sus- 


tained at all it must be by the rejection of the’ 


principles of the Reformation (separation of church 
and state) and the acceptance of the Catholic prin- 
ciple by the American people.’’ 


THE MISSIONARY; a Catholic paper, 
June 1909, p. 69, says: 

“‘Many non-Catholics fear us as a political or- 
ganization, and are afraid that the Catholic church 
will dominate and rule; we are working quietly, 
seriously, and I may say effectively, to that end.’’ 


DR. O. A. BRONSON, the Catholic au- 
thority, to whom reference has already 
been made, says: 

‘“‘Undoubtedly it is the intention of the Pope 
to possess this country. In this intention, he is 
aided by the Jesuits and all the Catholic prelates 
and priests.’’ 


CATHOLIC REGISTER; April 16, 1914, 
says: 

“There is no crime that the doting warrior (Gen- 
eral Miles, who was at the head of Guardian of 
Liberty, an anti-Catholic organization) charges 
against us to which we must not plead guilty. 
He says that we are trying to make the United 
States a Catholic country. We are most certainly 
doing all in our power to accomplish it.’’ 


CATHOLIC SUN; says: 


‘<The Pope has given the order to make America 
Roman Catholic...The first step in the making 
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will be the election of one of the American Cardi- 
nals to the Papacy, the removal of St. Peter’s to 
Washington; Cardinal Gibbons to be President, 
and every non-Catholic will be driven out of the 
Army and Navy.’’ 


ARCHBISHOP IRELAND; Remember 
the words of this Archbishop when he says: 


‘‘We can have the United States in ten years, 
and I give you three points for your consideration 
...The Indian, the Negroes, and the common 
schools.’’ 


But does the Catholic church stop with 
simply favoring the union of Church and 
State? Not at all. She demands absolute 
domination of the state by the Roman 
Catholic church so she can enforce her laws. 
The Canon law, which is the undisputed 
fundamental code of Romanism reveals the 
spirit of Rome to be inimical to the very 
genius of our Government, which holds the 
two apart, and insists that the State must 
get its orders from the Church. 

Dr. G. F. Van Schulte, Professor of Cano- 
nical Law at Prague, states succinctly the 
relation of the Church and State from a 
Roman Catholic viewpoint, as follows: 


1. ‘‘All human power is from evil and must 
therefore be standing under the Pope: 

2, ‘*The temporal powers must act, uncondition- 
ally, and in accordance with the orders of the spir- 
itual: (meaning the Roman church.) 
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3. ‘“*The Chureh is empowered to grant, or take 
away, any temporal possessions: 

4. ‘‘The Pope has the right to give countries 
and nations which are non-Catholic to Catholic 
regents who can reduce them to slavery: 

5. ‘‘The Pope can make slaves of those Chris- 
tian subjects (Protestants) whose prince or ruling 
power is interdicted by the Pope: 

6. ‘‘The laws of the Church concerning the 
liberty of Papal power are based upon divine in- 
spiration: 

7. The Church has the right to practice uncon- 
ditional censure of books: 

&. ‘‘The Pope has the right to annul State laws, 
treaties, constitutions, etc., to absolve from obedi- 
ence, as soon as they seem detrimental to the rights 
of the Church or those of the Clergy.”’ 


Nor does the Roman Catholic church stop 
with demanding that the State be entirely 
dominated by the Church. It proceeds to 
the treacherous extent of saying that no 
member of the Catholic Church is to con- 
sider binding upon him any civil oath or law 
when they come in conflict with the interests 
of that church. 


The Revised Statutes of the United States 
declare that: 


‘““The alien seeking citizenship must make an 
Oath to renounce forever all allegiance and fidelity 
to any foreign prince, potentate, state or sov- 
ereignty, in particular that to which he has been 
subject.’’ 
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Rome declares, however, that this nor any 
other Oath is binding if contrary to her 
interests. The Canon Law, page 1159, de- 
clares: 


‘“‘No oaths are to be kept if they are against: 
the interests of the Church of Rome.”’ 


Cardinal Manning further stated the po- 
sition of his Church on the subject, when 
he says: 

‘‘The civil laws are binding on the conscience 


only so long as they are conformable to the rights 
of the Catholic church.’’ 


It has been shown that the Officers of the 
Roman Catholic church are made to take the 
most undemocratic, unAmerican, and un- 
Christian oath that ever fell upon mortal 
ears. In these Oaths every Priest swears to 
renounce allegiance to any king, prince, 
state or civil power, and bind himself, body 
and soul, before Almighty God, to be the 
absolute subject of the Pope, and to receive 
his word as sovereign. 

It is high time for true patriotic Ameri- 
cans to think, and to think seriously. 

‘‘He that cannot think is a fool, 


He that will not think is a bigot, 
He that does not think is a slave.”’ 


CHAPTER XIV. 


MAKING AMERICA CATHOLIC 


Toward the end of ‘Making America 
Catholic,” the Church of Rome is marshall- 
ing her forces and adopting every possible 
means, such as politics, boycotts, persecu- 
tions and threatenings. This is the su- 
preme task of Romanism in America today. 

Cardinal Ireland spoke advisedly when 
he declared: 


““The Catholic church is the sole living and Chris- 
tian authority. She has power to speak; she has 
an organization by which her laws may be en- 
foreed...our work is to make AMERICA CATH- 
OLIC...our ery shall be ‘God wills it,’ and our 
hearts leap with Crusader enthusiasm.’’ 


Cardinal Logue was in line with the de- 
claration of his Church when he said: 


“‘T expect to see America classed as a Catholic 
nation,’’ while Father Stafford in a special to the 
New York World, says; ‘‘Energetic work will place 
this country under Roman Catholic control in fifty 
years.”’ 


There can be no doubt that Rome is seek- 
ing to control our politics, from the highest 
to the lowest office, direct our politics, share 
in the revenue, and levy taxes upon us for 
the support of its churches, priests and in- 
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stitutions, just as has been done in every 
country where the Church has secured suffi- 
cient power. 


In one of his Encyclical Letters, Pope Leo 
XIII., as reported by cable to the New York 
Herald says: 


‘‘We exhort all Catholics to devote careful atten- 
tion to public matters, and to take part in all 
municipal affairs and elections and all public serv- 
ices, meetings and gatherings. All Catholics must 
make themselves felt as active elements in the daily 
political life in the countries where they live. All 
Catholics should exert their power to cause the 
Constitutions of the states to be modeled on the 
principles of the True Church.”’ 


The St. Louis Globe (Catholic) says: 


‘It is the duty of every Catholie to vote for the 
Catholic candidate. Catholics must use the ballot 
to promote the cause of the Church.’’ 


The Catholic Review goes further and 
says: 

‘“When a Catholic candidate is on a ticket and 
his opponent is a non-Catholic, let the Catholie 


candidate have the vote, no matter what he repre- 
sents.’’ 


_ This shows the spirit of the Roman Catho- 
lie church in politics. How does it expect 
to force their political determinations? BY 
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ORGANIZATION. 

_ A writer in the American Journal of Poli- 
tics, writing merely from the standpoint 
of a political observer, says: 

‘Within the Catholic union in the United States 
there are between two and three million votes. All 
that is needed to make Catholic hierarchy a most 
potent factor in American polities is to cause these 
voters to interest themselves in political matters 
and to cast their ballot so as to promote the wel- 
fare and further the interests of the Church. This 
they are being trained and commanded to do.”’ 


Along with her political purposes, the 
Roman Catholic church resorts to all sorts of 
despicable boycots in order to inspire fear 
and enforce the carrying out of her ends. 
This is felt in every Catholic community. 
In many places the Catholics will not trade 
with a Protestant merchant unless he has a 
Catholic clerk. The influence and boycot of 
this church are feared by merchants, news- 
papers, politicians, and others. In some 
cases mob violence is used, such as in the 
case of men like Crawley, Boles, Lamont, 
Clarke, Spurgeon, Hall, and others. 

One of the leading Catholic papers in 
speaking of an attack made by a mob upon 
Otis L. Spurgeon, a Baptist preacher who 
delivered some anti-Catholic addresses in 
Denver, said: ‘‘He only got what was com- 
ing to him.” 
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As a last resort the Roman Catholic 
church is determined to rely upon her mili- 
tary prowess if necessary to carry out her 
purposes in making America Catholic. Let 
every one who thinks this is but the cry 
of an alarmist read the portion of sermon 
delivered by Father Menard, Sunday, Nov. 
6, 1892, in St. Joachins church, Detroit, 
Mich., as reported in the Detroit Journal 
the day following: 

‘“When the Church needed armed men to enlist 
as Crusaders, the young men of the Church 
shouldered the musket and saber and obeyed the 
orders of the Church. When the Church wanted 
to get rid of the Saracens the faithful arose en- 
masse and exterminated them. The Church may 
have to call on you to defend her rights in this 
eountry, and I know our young men will obey the 
Church again and take up arms to exterminate the 
enemies of Christ.’’ 

If any one doubt that the Roman Catho- 
lie church would do such a thing, he has 
only to read carefully the Oaths taken by 
the Bishops, priests, Jesuits, and laymen. 
Cardinal Gibbon’s boast for his church is, 
semper idem—‘Rome never changes’—al- 
ways the same, and it is no idle dream to 
say that they are prepared to defend the 
Church should occasion demand. That the 
Knights of Columbus constitute the militant 
church of Rome was practically declared by 
Bishop Quigley, of Chicago, in the course of 
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his address when he stated that “the Knights 
of Columbus would obey orders from the 
Pope,” and then significantly declared that 
“the Church of Rome would resist us with 
armed force if we endeavored to do to them 
in this country what the liberals had done to 
them in Europe.” 


The Liberals in Europe did nothing more 
than to compel the Catholic Church to obey 
the Civil laws like other people. Yet this 
Catholic Bishop says publicly that if the 
American government undertakes the same 
thing in this country, we will be met with 
armed force. This is but characteristic of 
the Roman system. 

America was conceived in freedom, born 
in blood, and cradled in liberty. From the 
day that Pastor John Robinson and his little 
band of pilgrims, with an open Bible, un- 
shackled conscience, and unconquerable 
spirit, turned their back on the political and 
religious tyranny of Europe and set their 
faces to a land where, freed from inter- 
ference by prince, or pope, they could wor- 
ship God according to the dictates of their 
own conscience, LIBERTY has been the 
goddess before whose shrine our forefathers 
gladly poured out their blood, and there are 
today millions of red-blooded, Anglo-Saxon 
Americans who would deem it a privilege 
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to mingle their blood with the martyred 
heroes of bye-gone days, should the defense 
of this liberty require it. 


A little study will reveal the fact that 
Washington, our Capitol, is already very 
largely in the grasp of Rome, with its grip 
growing tighter every passing year. Con- 
sider for a moment our foreign policies. 
Take for example the Philippines. America 
captured these Islands from Spain. De- 
spite the fact that they were legitimate 
spoils of war, we turned around and gra- 
ciously made Catholic Spain a present of 
$20,000,000 for them. This purchase in- 
cluded Church lands, which, over there, are 
united with the State. We then turn around 
and place $7,500,000 of our own tax money 
in the Catholic church collection plate to pay 
them for the property we had already 
bought from Spain, and it is said that such 
property was not worth one-fourth the 
price paid. How sadly true it is that Rome 
has many of our politicians in its grasp, 
much of the press muzzled, and its baneful 
influences too often felt in the Protestant 
pulpits. The Catholics are now planning 
to build a great building in Washington 
City. It will require two years to complete 
the basement, which will contain fifteen 
chapels and will accommodate 1,800 people. 
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The building, when finished, will cost ap- 
proximately $5,000,000. 

The Roman Catholic church is now numer- 
ically strong enough to constitute a great 
peril to our political, social, and religious 
welfare. There was a time when the cry of 
“Catholicism” was thought nothing more 
than the ranting of an alarmist; but that 
time is now past. 

From a little handful of 30,000 Catholics 
in America in 1790, they grew to 250,000 
by 1820; by 1840 their number increased to 
1,000,000; in 1870 there were 5,000,000; 
while in 1900 there were 10,000,000; and in 
the year 1914 there were 17,000,000; and 
today they claim over 23,000,000. In the 
five years prior to June 30, 1912 there came 
to this country 4,393,985 immigrants. They 
were coming over, until the present immi- 
gration law was passed, at the rate of 1,- 
000,000 every year. 

According to Dr. Josiah Strong, perhaps 
the greatest statistician and student of so- 
cial conditions in America, 58 per cent of 
these immigrants are of Latin and Slavs in 
nationality, and 26 per cent of them are en- 
tirely illiterate. The majority of them come 
to us from the lowest classes of Italians, 
Greeks, Poles, Spaniards and Irish. They 
know nothing of our politics or religion. 
Politically, they are of the most undesirable 
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type of socialists, and from them come the 
anarchists. Religiously, they are the most 
ignorant and prejudiced type of Roman 
Catholics. 


According to the Census Statistics re- 
cently made public, there has been a start- 
ling increase of foreign immigration within 
the past few years, even after the tightening 
of our Immigration laws. Southern Europe 
shows the following increase of immigration 
to this country: 


‘‘In 1910 there were in this country 2,098,360 
persons of Italian origin, and in 1920 the number 
was 3,336,945, an increase of 59%. The Grecian 
total increased from 109,655 in 1910 to 212,338 in 
1920; the Spaniards from 33,128 to 77,944; and the 
Portuguese from 7,576 to 10,998. 

“‘The Russian total increased 52.3 per cent for 
the decade. In 1910 the Russians numbered 2, 
541,649 and in 1920 the total was 3,871,123, an in- 
erease of 1,329,474. 

‘“‘The Finlanders grew from 211,026 in 1910 to 
-296,276 in 1920; the Swedes from 1,364,215 to 1,- 
457,382; and the Norwegians from 979,099 to 1,028,- 
225. The Danes in 1910 were 400,064 in number 
and in 1920 they were 467,525. The Swiss, who 
numbered 292,389 in 1910, have increased to 827,- 
797 in 1920. The number of Mexicans has almost 
doubled, the total in 1910 having been 382,002 and 
in 1920 it was 725,332, an increase of 89.9 per cent. 

‘“‘The French increased from 292,289 in 1910 to 
333,678 in 1920; the Belgians from 89,264 to 122,- 


690; and the Netherlanders from 293,574 to 362,- 
318. 
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‘“‘The greatest of all the increases based on per- 
centages was shown by the number of Luxembor- 
gians, the total for that little Grand Duchy in- 
ereasing from 6,945 in 1910 to 43,109 in 1920.”’ 

Thinking Americans may readily see 
the inadequacy of our present Immigration 
laws. Such statistics as these are pleasing 
information only to the big manufacturers 
and other employers of cheap labor, but it 
pictures disaster to those who have the best 
interests of America at heart. 

Propagandists against immigration re- 
strictions are now “doping” the public 
against even the present law. They would 
_ have the bars let down to admit more of the 
dangerous hordes of central Europe in order 
that tremendous profits may be reached by 
these employers of cheap labor. 

Real Americans should not only demand 
the tightening of these laws, but send men 
to Congress who are pledged to stop this in- 
flux of undesirable foreigners for a definite — 
period of years. By this means, and no 
other, can Americans make Americans of 
the foreigners already on our shores. 

In view of the increasing menace of this 
foreign immigration, it is well to note what 
that conservative American paper, the 
Manufacturers Record, has to say on the 
subject of “The Menace of Alien Popula- 
tion,” as follows: 
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‘‘General Grant, when at the height of his power, 
said to members of his family, more than forty 
years ago, as his son Jesse recently wrote the Manu- 
facturers Record, that he regarded as a grave dan- 
ger the heavy immigration of foreigners into this 
country. And to that statement he added that he 
feared the time would come when the South with 
its Anglo-Saxonism, could alone be depended upon 
to save the nation from ruin by the influence of an 
alien population. If General Grant could have 
lived to the present time the fear which he 
felt forty years ago would have been intensified 
many times. 


‘““The figures as to the number of foreigners, or 
those of immediate foreign stock living in the 
United States are startlingly significant. New Eng- 
land, once the home of rock-ribbed Americanism, 
has ceased, so far as population is concerned, to 
be truly representative of America. Over 60 per 
cent of its population is of foreign stock. 

‘‘Rhode Island leads all other States with a for- 
eign stock of 69 per cent, followed by Massachu- 
setts with 66 per cent, Connecticut and North Da- 
kota with 65 per cent each, Minnesota 64 per cent, 
New York 62 per cent, Wisconsin 59 per cent, and 
New Jersey 58 per cent. 

““New York City had at the Census of 1920 a 
total population of 5,620,000. Of this number 4, 
294,000, or over three-quarters of its population, 
are of foreign stock. 

‘*Chicago, out of a total population of 2,700,000, 
had 1,941,000, or 72 per cent of foreign stock. 

‘‘These two cities are but typical of many others. 

‘‘On the other hand the South has been wholly 
free, as compared with the rest of the country, in 
the matter of foreign stock. The total for the 
South, including Missouri, Oklahoma and Texas, is 
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only about 8 per cent, against 48.2 per cent in the 
rest of the country. As Rhode Island leads the 
nation with 69 per cent of foreign stock, North 
Carolina leads the nation at the other end of the 
line with only seven-tenths of one per cent of for- 
eign stock. North Carolina is one of the most 
prosperous states of the Union. It is developing, 
industrially, commercially, and agriculturally, with 
amazing rapidity. It is probably one of the most 
law-abiding states in the Union, and its Courts en- 
force the laws, without fear or favor. It is carry- 
ing forward a campaign of college and university 
extension involving the expenditure of six or seven 
million dollars at present for new buildings and 
having $20,000,000 as the ultimate plan of this cam- 
paign. Some $42,000,000 was expended and voted 
for public education in the single year June 30, 
1921, to July 1, 1922, in that state. It is putting 
$50,000,000 or more into highway improvements. 
It is enormously expanding its hydro-electric de- 
velopments and its cotton mill interests, and yet 
it is doing this with less than one per cent of for- 
eign stock, an unanswerable proof of the fact that 
this nation can carry forward its material develop- 
ment and expand every interest which makes for 
the betterment of humanity without any great in- 
flux of foreigners.’’ 


Insofar as the real immigrant problem is 
concerned, it is one of education, and as a 
matter of self-preservation we should see to 
it that immigration is greatly restricted, 
and that the foreigner who comes to this 
country understands our Government and 
social organizations, certainly before he is 
permitted to vote. 


144 ROMANISM VS. AMERICANISM 


It is equally in the interest of self-preser- 
vation that the standard of living be kept 
up in this country, and with unrestricted 
immigration this is impossible. 

Washington, our first President is quoted 
as saying: 

‘¢ Against the insidious wiles of foreign influences, 
the jealousy of a free people ought ever to be con- 
stantly awake, since history and experience prove 
that foreign influence is one of the most. baneful 
foes of republican government.”’ 


Also, about this same time that great 
French soldier, La Fayette, who aided the 
Colonists so nobly, and who himself had 
thrown off the yoke of Romanism, is said 
to have given America this warning: 


‘‘If ever the liberties of this country are de- 
stroyed, it will be by the Roman Catholic priests.’ 


Even at that far away date Washington 
and La Fayette were better prophets than 
many of our modern ones who cry “peace, 
peace,’”’ when there is no peace. This was 
the cry of the false-prophets of the nations 
when Germany was preparing for their de- 
struction. 

So little have been the restrictions on im- 
migration, allowing a tidal wave of Roman- 
ism to come sweeping into our country, that 
the Roman Catholic church had ten years 
ago in the United States a working force of 
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17,000 priests, 50,000 nuns, a membership 
of 17,000,000, and over 3,000,000 voters. 
Boston at that time was 65 per cent Catho- 
lic, while New York City was 54 per cent, 
and they claim a much greater increase 
since that time. 


While one hundred years ago there were 
only 50,000 Catholics in America, with 33 
priests, there are now about 23,000,000 
Catholics, 3 Cardinals, 14 Archbishops, 77 
Bishops, 20,000 Priests, 20,000 church 
buildings, 7 great universities, 80 Semina- 
ries, 213 Colleges for boys, 700 Academies 
for girls, and 5,000 private schools, to which 
many Protestant parents are sending their 
children to become Roman Catholics, each 
a protest against our own public school sys- 
tem. 

Within the past century the population 
of the United States has increased 25 times, 
but during the same period the Roman 
Catholic population has increased 320 times, 
nearly twelve times as fast. 

This Roman Catholic influence has caused 
two of our Presidents to ‘“‘veto” two Immi- 
gration Bills, which meant much in preserv- 
ing America protestant. Would to God we 
had more Presidents like James Monroe, 
who cried, “I want America for Ameri- 
cans.” It has been the true American man- 
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hood that has made our commonwealth 
great in the past. Shall we preserve it so? 


‘““Not gold, but only man can make 
A nation great and strong; 

Men who for truth and honors sake 
Stand fast and suffer long. 


Brave men, who fight while others sleep, 
Who dare when others fly; 

They build a nation’s pillars deep 
And lift it to the sky.’’ 


CHAPTER XV. 
PUBLIC VS. PAROCHIAL SCHOOLS 


Catholics can teach Protestants a wonder- 
ful lesson in the unity of purpose. While 
they have their internal church problems 
and divisions, yet all branches show a solid 
front to a common enemy. Her strength 
lies in unity of purpose. Think of the limit- 
less possibilities of Protestantism if they 
were united in purpose as are the Catholics. 
Protestant weakness is found in almost 
hopeless divisions. 

Again, Romanism looks well to her child- 
ren and their training. Neglect of her 
children has been a great sin among Pro- 
testants. The Catholics have Parish schools 
where their Bible is read and church 
doctrines taught. No wonder practically 
every Protestant child sent to a Parochial 
school comes out a Catholic. The teacher 
or church should not be blamed for this, 
but the Protestant parent who jeopardizes 
his child with such environment. Un- 
der the Constitution of the United States 
the Catholics have a right to establish their 
own Parish schools, and worship God ac- 
cording to the dictates of their conscience ; 
but this does not license them to dominate 
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75 per cent of Protestant citizenry. Pro- 
testantism has allowed Romanism and other 
aliens in this country to rule the Bible out 
of its Public schools upon the old misused 
theory of the “Constitution” forbidding it. 
The Bible is allowed in the Parochial schools, 
at the same time robbing the Protestant 
child of the privilege in the Public school. 

The glory of this republic form of govern- 
ment is her free public school system. It 
is easy to understand why Romanism would 
like to direct the education of the young. 
Their boast is, “give me a child until he is 
seven years of age and he will thereafter 
be a Roman Catholic.” They know that the 
early Romish teachings will never be era- 
dicated. It is not that the Parochial schools 
are superior to the Public schools, which is 
not the case, but they do teach their child- 
ren the peculiar church doctrines with all 
its errors and superstitions. 

Catholic periodicals of the present day are 
but sheets of slur and misrepresentations, 
as will be seen from “Our Sunday Visitor,” 
a weekly Catholic paper, dated October 15, 
1922, when it marvels at the great illiteracy 
of the Americans, and especially of the 
South along the Atlantic zone. We quote it 
as follows: 


“‘The statistics we have gathered about every 
phase of our life through the careful inventories 
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taken under the stress of the war have opened our 
eyes to many things. There is perhaps no revela- 
tion thus brought out that is sadder than the one 
about our educational status. The amount of il- 
literacy among grown-up Americans is appalling. 
Striking, too, is the fact that a sort of zone of high- 
est illiteracy was revealed. Now it happens that 
just this zone which stretches along the southern 
Atlantic is also the zone where religious bigotry 
shows itself most by its anti-Catholic boycotting 
and other persecutions, which accord well with the 
more refined cruelty of our enlightened age. Is 
there any relation between ignorance and bigotry? 

“It can hardly be a mere coincidence that the 
greatest ignorance and the greatest bigotry in our 
country manifest themselves in the same regions, 
among the same people. The connection between 
the two is intimate, in fact. Some bigotry is due 
to downright insincerity, to hearty malice, it is 
true; but most of it comes from plain ignorance.’’ 


The above is certainly amusing especially 
in view of the fact that Romanism keeps her 
subjects of Papal countries in ignorance 
and superstition just as long as it is possible 
todo so. As a matter of fact the illiteracy 
among the Roman Catholic nations is ap- 
palling. : 

“The World Book,” an encyclopedia pub 
lished at Chicago in 1918, the editor in chief 
being M. V. O’Shea, (whose very name sug-— 
gests full justice to the Catholic cause,) Vol. 
4, page 2931, the illiteracy of the world is 
shown. The illiteracy of Catholic countries 
of Europe is shown as follows: 
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Russia 70%, Portugal 68.9%, Bulgaria 
65%, Hungary 63.3%, Rumania 61.2%, 
Greece 57.2%, Italy (home of Romanism) 
37%, Austria 26.8%, France 14%, Belgium 
12.7%. The percentage of illiteracy in Pro- 

- testant countries of Europe is there shown 

\ as follows: 

~~ England 1.8%, Holland 0.8%, Switzer- 
land 4.8%, Sweden 4.2%, Denmark 0.2%, 
Germany 0.2%. 
‘ In the Catholic countries of South Ameri- 
ca and Mexico the showing of illiteracy is 
much worse than in the European countries. 
The same authority shows that according 
to the Federal Census of 1910, 5% of the 
white people of the United States were illi- 
terates; 30.4% of the colored people; while 
39.9% of the foreigners (a large majority 
of whom are Catholics) are illiterates. 

Perhaps the Editor of “Our Sunday Visi- 
tor’ would not have been so ready to cast 
his slur upon the South if he had known 
that the illiteracy among the colored people 
was 30.4%, and who compose such a large 
faction in that section; but even then it is 
interesting to note that the colored people 
have a smaller per cent of illiteracy than the 
Catholic foreigners within our borders. 

Where Romanism cannot get hold of our 
Public schools, she is doing the next best 
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thing—that of getting her teachers into the 
schools. Take for example, Chicago. Ten 
years ago 67% of the school teachers of that 
city were Roman Catholics. In the Philip- 
pines, out of 4,200 school teachers, 3,700 
of them were Roman Catholics, although 
the majority of the people openly expressed 
their preference for Protestant teachers. 
The Catholics have been given the privilege 
to teach their distinctive doctrines in the 
Public schools of those Islands. 


In his Nashville, Tenn., speech March 21, 
1904, President Taft said: 


““The Roman Catholic church must always be the 
most important influence for the uplifting of the 
Filipinos.”’ 

Yet, in his address before the New York 
Chamber of Commerce, April 21, 1904, he 
said: 

‘In the Philippines 90 per cent of the people are 
in a state of hopeless ignorance.”’ 

And this after 300 years of Roman Catho- 
lic influence and education in the “uplift- 
ing” of that people. 

It is easy to know why these teachers are 
allowed in the Public schools of the Philip- 
pines, when it is remembered that the 
Catholic church has 6,800,000 votes to de- 
liver in a solid lump in this ‘country. 
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It is stated upon good authority that in 
twelve of the largest cities in the United 
States, 60% of the teachers in the Public 
schools are sworn subjects of the Pope of 
Romie. To show the attitude of Romanism 
toward our Public schools, we quote their 
leading authorities, whose words become the 
supreme law to every Roman Catholic: 

POPE PIUS IX. Syllabus, dated Dec. 8, 
1864: 


‘“‘The state has not the right to the exclusive di- 
rection of the Public schools; 

‘“The Church has the right to deprive the Civil 
authorities of the entire government of the public 
schools; 

‘“The Roman Catholic church has the right to 
interfere in the discipline of the Public schools, 
and in the choice of the teachers for those schools; 

‘‘That the Public school, open to all children, for 
the education of the young, should be under the 
control of the Roman Catholie church, should not 
he subject to the civil powers, nor made to con- 


' form to the opinion of the age; 


‘‘RWducation outside of control of the Roman 
Catholic church is a damnable heresy.’’ 


FREEMAN’S JOURNAL, Nov. 16, 1869, 


says: 


‘‘Let the Public school system go to where it 
came from, the Devil.’ 


PRIEST SCHANER, says: 


‘The Public schools have produced nothing but 
a godless generation of thieves and blackguards.’’ 
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CHICAGO TABLET, is reported as say- 
ing: 

“The common schools of this country are sinks 
of moral pollution and nurseries of hell.’’ 


CATHOLIC TELEGRAPH, says: 


“The American school system is a national fraud. 
a social cancer presaging the death of natiunal 
morality.’’ 


CATHOLIC REVIEW, says: 

‘‘We would rather our children should grow up 
in ignorance of letters than be taught in a school 
that is not Catholic.’’ 


CARDINAL McCLOSKY, says: 


‘‘We must take part in the elections, move in 
solid mass in every state against the party pledged 
to sustain the integrity of the Public schools.’’ 


BISHOP McQUADE, Lecture in Boston, | 


Feb. 13, 1876, says: 

“‘The state has no right to educate, and when 
the state undertakes the work of education it is 
usurping the power of the Church.”’ 


PROF. DUNNE, of the Jesuit College, , 


Washington, D. C., says: 

“‘T do not consider that we are doing our duty 
as American citizens, or to our children, in per- 
mitting such a system of Public schools to exist 
as we have today.’’ 


MNGR. CAPPELL: 


‘“‘The day is not far distant when Catholics at 
the order of the Pope will refuse to pay school tax 
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and will send bullets into the breasts of the offi- 
cials who attempt to collect them.’’ 


PITTSBURGH DISPATCH, Scranton, 
Penn., August 21, 1911: 


‘“‘Two thousand members of the Catholic Federa- 
tion applauded Rev. Thomas F. Coakley, secretary 
of Bishop Canevin, of Pittsburgh, when the Pitts- 
hurgh Priest demanded that the Catholic church 
be reimbursed by the State at the rate of $36,000,- 
000 a year for the education of the Catholic young 
people.”’ 


PRIEST PHELAN, St. Louis, October 
1873: 


‘““The children of the Public schools turn out to 
be horse thieves, scholastic counterfeiters, and well 
versed in schemes of deviltry. I frankly confess 
that Catholics stand before the country as enemies 
of the public schools. They are afraid that the 
child that left home in the morning would come 
back with something in his heart as black as hell.’’ 


ARCHBISHOP HUGHES, of New York. 


‘‘The Public school system is a disgrace to the 
civilization of the Nineteenth century.’’ 


PRIEST WALKER, of New York: 


‘‘T would as soon administer the sacrament to 
dogs, and it would do the poor dogs quite as much 
good, as to Catholics who send their children to 
the Public schools, for the Publie schools are nurse- 
ries of vice, and are godless schools, and they who 
send their children to them cannot expect the 
merey of God.’’ 


CHAPTER XVI. 
ROMANISM vs. Y. M. C. A. 


There has recently been distributed in 
Catholic homes of Canada and America a 
booklet issued by “The Catholic Unity 
League of Canada” written by the “Right 
Reverend M. F. Fallon, D.D., Bishop of 
London, August 1922,” entitled “The Holy 
Office and the Y. M. C. A.” This booklet 
speaks for itself, and shows the attitude of 
the Holy See toward this American institu- 
tion. We quote from it, as follows: 


‘‘It is a consequence of the supernatural mis- 
sion of the Catholic Church that she must always 
be engaged in war-fare...The general headquar- 
ters of Christ’s Army are established in Rome. The 
Sovereign Pontiff is the Commander in-chief. Around 
him are gathered for purposes of information, ad- 
ministration and assistance, the Sacred Roman 
Congregations which constitute the General Staff 
of the Holy See. The members of these Congre- 
gations are carefully chosen for their ability, char- 
acter and attainments. They pass their lives in 
their special work; it is their career; they are 
the most competent body of experts in the world... 
its activities turn exclusively to the protection of 
faith and morals. They defend Catholic doctrine 
from the pernicious influence of false teaching... 
The Holy Office makes no mistakes. . .Recently 
this Supreme Congregation of the Holy Office 
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addressed to the Bishops of the Catholic World 
a letter dealing with a certain class of societies 
which menace with the gravest dangers the faith of 
their flocks, and pointing out the necessity of pro- 
tective measures being taken on behalf of the Cath- 
olic people. 


One well known and wide-spread society, 
the Young Men’s Christian Association, 
was mentioned by name, its operations ex- 
posed, and its principles stated and con- 
demned. We offer herewith the official 
English translation of this letter. 


‘“‘The most Eminent and Most Reverend Cardi- 
nals who, together with the undersigned, are In- 
quisitors General in matters of faith and morals, 
desire the Bishops to note with vigilant attention, 
the activity of certain newly formed non-Catholic 
organizations which, aided by their adherents in 
every country, have for a long time been laying 
snares of a most dangerous sort for our Catholie 
people and especially for our Catholic youth... 
Thus, under the pretext of enlightening youthful 
minds, they turn them away from the teaching au- 
thority of the Church, the divinely established 
beacon of truth, and persuade them to seek in the 
narrow range of human reason, the light which is 
to guide them... 


‘‘Among these organizations it will suffice to 
mention one, the parent of many others and the 
most widely known of all...the organization known 
as the Young Men’s Christian Association. ..This 
Association, it is true, professes a general love for 
young men as though it had nothing more deeply 
at heart than to further their physical and spirit- 
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ual welfare. Bat at the same time it undermines 
their faith inasmuch as it claims to purify that 
faith and to impart a better knowledge of true liv- 
ing... 

“You therefore, one and all, whom the Lord has 
charged in a special manner with the government 
of His flock, are urged by this Sacred Congregation 
to exert your utmost zeal in preserving Catholic 
young men from the contagion spread by these or- 
ganizations whose benefactions, extended in Christ’s 
name, endanger the Christian’s most priceless pos- 
session, the grace of Christ. The Y. M. C. A. is 
a foe of the Catholic Church. 

‘““When the war was over the other organiza- 
tions packed up their belongings and went home. 
Not so with the Y. M. C. A. It remained behind 
to engage in a very active campaign of prosely- 
tism amongst Catholic peoples. The cool im- 
pertinence of this attempt to project the Y. M. 
C. A. into the lives of Catholies is only exceeded 
by the untrue assertion that in this unnecessary 
and offensive undertaking the Y. M. C. A. is prac- 
tically the invited guest of the Governments of 
the countries concerned. 

‘“‘The Catholic Church is the sole divinely estab- 
lished and appointed guardian and interpreter of 
the Faith of Christ in this world. No religious 
creeds or spiritual guides of purely human origin 
may assume to usurp her position without meet- 
ing her universal opposition. To her alone was 
confided the mission and the means of supplying 
efficient and sufficient spiritual nourishment to 
the lambs and sheep of the flock of Christ. In 
this work she neither needs nor can accept any 
external aid whatever. 

‘“‘The Y. M. C. A. sets itself up to be a religion, 
to feed the lambs and sheep of the flock of Christ, in 
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complete independence of any church whatsoever. 
It is, in fact, but another sect of Protestant heresy. 
Is it possible that the Y. M. C. A. is unaware of 
the fact that no principle is more foreign to the 
teaching of the Catholic Church and no error more 
vigorously condemned than that of private interp- 
retation of the Bible?...The Bible is not, and can- 
not be, an immediate instrument of teaching; for 
less is it to be put in the hands of the casual 
reader that by an act of his private judgment, 
be may draw therefrom his own concept of Chris- 
tian teaching, or compare the doctrines which he 
imagines he finds therein with the Christian truths 
handed down by Apostolic Tradition. The Scrip- 
tures are presented to the faithful by the Church 
as documents beyond the reach of their criticism, 
and guaranteed by her authority. The Bible is 
not a book that exists without credentials external 
to itself. Behind it lies the whole authority of 
the Living Church (Catholic), without which there 
would be no Bible at all. It is the Church that 
assures us that the Spirit of God dictated the 
Bible. It is the Church and not the individual 
that must interpret the Bible with certainty and 
with truth. It is the Church that the Scriptures 
were committed; and it is the Church that must 
dispense them. 

‘““The Holy Office does not rest satisfied with 
merely pointing out the dangers that beset Catholic 
youth in the societies which are criticised and con- 
demned. It proceeds to give practical directions 
to meet the menacing circumstances. Societies of 
young men and women, already established are to 
be exhorted to further effort; still other societies 
of the same kind are to be organized; and wealthy 
Catholics are urged to give their abundance in 
support of such worthy projects. There is room 
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here for such lay organizations as the Knights of 
Columbus, the Catholic Women’s League, the 
Catholic Mutual Benefit Association, the Catholic 
Order of Foresters, and various Catholic Clubs, 
and similar organizations to further and fully 
justify their existence, by lending their unstinted 
aid in putting into practical effect the directions 
of the letter of the Holy Officer.’’ 


BECOMING A CATHOLIC 


When a Protestant becomes a Roman Ca- 
tholic it is very interesting to note what 
he is required to do. He is first required to 
make a “declaration of faith” in the Roman 
Catholic church, but there is much involved 
in this declaration of which many Protes- 
tants are not aware. It is as follows: 


4d B , having before my eyes the Holy Gos- 
pels, which I can touch with my hand, and know- 
ing that no one can be saved without that faith 
the Holy Catholic Apostolic Roman Church holds, 
believes and teaches, against which I grieve that I 
have greatly erred, inasmuch as I have held and 
believed doctrines opposed to her teaching: 


“‘T now, with grief and contrition for my past 
errors, profess that I believe the Holy Catholic 
Roman Apostolic Church the only and true church 
established by Jesus Christ, to which I submit my- 
self with my whole heart. I believe all the articles 
she proposes to my belief, and I reject and con- 
demn all that she rejects and condemns, and I am 
ready to observe all that she commands me, And 
especially, I profess that I believe: 
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‘‘One only God, in three divine persons, distinct 
from and equal to each other—that is to say, the 
Father, the Son and the Holy Ghost.’’ 

‘“‘The Catholic doctrine of the Incarnation, Pas- 
sion, Death and Resurrection of our Lord Jesus 
Christ; and the personal union of the two natures, 
the divine and the human; the divine Maternity of 
the most holy Mary, together with her most spot- 
less Virginity ; 

‘““The true, real and substantial presence of the 
Body and Blood, together with the Soul and Di- 
vinity of our Lord Jesus Christ in the most holy 
Sacrament of the Eucharist; 


‘“‘The seven Sacraments instituted by Jesus Christ 
for the salvation of mankind; that is to say, Bap- 
tism, Confirmation, Eucharist, Penance, Extreme 
Unction, Order, Matrimony ; 

‘‘Purgatory, Resurrection of the Dead, Everlast- 
ing Life; 

‘“‘The Primace, not only of honor, but also of 
Jurisdiction of the Roman Pontiff, successor to St. 
Peter, Prince of the Apostles, Vicar of Jesus Christ ; 

‘‘The veneration of the Saints and their images; 


‘‘The authority of the Apostolic and Keclesiasti- 
cal traditions, and of the Holy Scriptures, which 
we must interpret and understand only in the 
sense which our holy mother, the Catholic Church, 
has held and does hold; 


‘‘And everything else that has been defined and 
declared by the sacred Canons, and by the general 
Councils, and particularly by the holy Council of 
Trent, and delivered, defined and declared by the 
general Council of the Vatican, especially concern- 
ing the Primacy of the Roman Pontiff and his in- 
falliable teaching authority. 


ROMANISM VS. AMERICANISM 161 


‘With a sincere heart, therefore, and with un- 
feigned faith J detest and abjure every error, heresy 
and sect oppcsed to the said Holy Catholic and the 
Apostolic Roman Church. So help me God, and 
these His holy Gospels, which I touch with my 
hand.’’ 


It is thus seen that when a Protestant ac- 
cepts and joins the Roman Catholic church, 
he takes an oath to detest and hate the faith 
of his father, mother, and loved ones, for a 
foreign-born religion, with its head in a con- 
fessed infallible Italian pontiff at Rome. 


CHAPTER XVII. 


PROTESTANT MARRIAGES 
CONCUBINAGE 


We shall endeavor to show that a consis- 
tent Roman Catholic cannot possibly be a 
100% American because of our Civil laws 
regarding marriages, and their utter repu- 
diation of same in favor of their own Papal 
canon laws of the Church. . 

We charge that Romanism teaches that 
Protestant marriages are invalid, concu- 
binage, and their children illegitimates. 

It should be remembered that Romanism 
demands absolute domination of the laws of 
the Government by the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy. The Canon law of their church, 
which is the undisputed, fundamental code 
of Romanism, reveals the spirit of Rome to 
be inimicable to the very genius of our 
Government, and Rome insists that the 
Government must get its orders from the 
Roman Catholic church. 

We shall give you Roman Catholic evi- 
dence to prove that this is the case, after 
which we shall make some deductions. 

In the appendix of Ripalda’s Catechism, 
published at Barcelona, Spain, Nov. 10, 


ROMANISM VS. AMERICANISM 163 


1918, bearing the imprimature of the Vicar 
General, Jose Palmorola, the following is set 
forth for catholic children to learn: 


“What is the matrimony which is called 
eivil?”’ 

A. ‘‘That which is celebrated by a civil author- 

ty without any ecclesiastical intervention what- 
ever.”’ 


Q. “Is civil matrimony true matrimony ?’’ 
A. ‘‘No, but base conecubinage.’’ 
Q. “Why?’’ 


A. ‘‘Because true matrimony should be cele- 
brated by the ecclesiastical authority, fulfilling 
likewise all which has been ordained by Jesus Cpe 
and our Holy Mother Church.”’ 


That this is true Roman Catholic doc- 
trine as to matrimony, can be also proven 
by referring to their Canon law. The origi- 
nal law as to marriage adopted by the 
Council of Trent (a council called to try and 
reform the papal church at the time of the 
Reformation). This law can be read by 
referring to Sess. XXV. chapter 1, and 
reads: 

“‘Those who attempt to contract matrimony 
otherwise than with the presence of the Parish 
Priest...and before two or three witnesses, the 


Holy Synod makes them altogether incapable of 
contracting, and declare such contracts null and 


void.”’ 


That this is still the law of Romanism was 
proven in Macon, Georgia. A catholic man 
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on his death bed required his wife to sub- 
mit to a re-marriage by a Priest after hav- 
ing lived together under the civil marriage 
for fifteen years; thus, according to Roman- 
ism, living in adultery those fifteen years, 
and bringing illegitimate children into the 
world. 

It is well known that when a non-Catho- 
lic marries a Catholic, with a priest officiat- 
ing, an agreement has to be signed pledging 
not to interfere with the free exercise of 
faith of the Catholic, and that all children 
from such a union shall be brought up in 
the Catholic school and religion. This is 
often withheld until the last moment, and to 
save embarrassment the non-Catholic signs 
the agreement. 

It is easily seen then how the children 
are soon led into the Roman Catholic church, 
and quite often the non-Catholic parent 
follows. Such proselyting methods on the 
part of Romanism is seen in the “Sunday 
Visitor,” a Catholic weekly, in the issue of 
August 20, 1922, page 2, bearing on Mgr. 
Tobin, of Little Rock, Ark., editorial en- 
titled ‘“Non-Catholic Wives.” It says: 


‘In one of his several charges he discovered that 
twelve members of his flock had married non-Cath- 
olic wives...One day he sent for them and informed 
them that they were not giving their husbands a 
square deal. I am willing to give you a series of 
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instructions that will, at least, give you a knowl- 
edge of the ancient faith ... What was the result? 
Nine of these ladies eventually entered the fold, 
one did not attend the instructions, a second was 
too ill to come, and the third was ‘sot in her ways.’ 
The others became Catholics and good ones too.”’ 


This shows the proselyting spirit of the 
Roman Catholic church, and her history has 
been that if she cannot get adherents by per- 
eee and proselyting, she resorts to the 
sword. 


As you know, the final appeal to every 
Roman Catholic, is the Canon law, the law 
of the Papacy. The Canon law of the 
Roman church, page 422, reads as follows: 


‘A sacrament between baptized persons by which 
a man and woman, capable by natural and ecclesi- 
astical law, are, with mutual consent, bound by a 
single and indissoluble matrimonial contract. By 
the institution and will of Christ the contract and 
sacrament are inseparable. Hence, what is WRONG- 
LY CALLED CIVIL MARRIAGE, that is, a marri- 
age which is contracted in defiance of the law of 
the Church (as among Protestants) which profanes 
the nuptials consecrated by Christ, LEGALIZED 
CONCUBINAGE, and attempts to destroy the sac- 
ramental nature of the contract—is altogether un- 
lawful, as being against the very essence of matri- 
mony among baptized persons.’’ 


The following is quoted from the “Manual 
of Christian Doctrine’ of the Catholic 
church, pages 494-498: 
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Ques. 34. ‘‘What right does the Civil power pos- 
sess in regard to marriage?’’ 

Ans. ‘‘It has no right except over the civil ef- 
fects of marriage; that is, has no control except in 
the settlement of the property of both parties, the 
succession of the children, and other like effects 
that pertain to its authority... But it has no right 
to declare valid a marriage that is null in the 
eyes of the Church, or to pronounce null a marri- 
age that is really valid.’’ 


Ques. 50. ‘“What then do the FAITHFUL need 
to know about present marriage legislation?’’ 


Ans. ‘‘That no marriage is valid unless it is 
performed by a Priest duly authorized and before 
at least two witnesses. A marriage performed be- 
tween two Catholics, or between a Catholic and a 
non-Catholic by a Civil magistrate, alderman, no- 
tary public, or Protestant minister, is henceforth 
null and void.’’ 


Romanism teaches that NO marriage is 
valid and lawful unless contracted before 
the Papal priest. Protestant marriages are 
considered “legalized concubinage,’’ which 
means that the Laws of the land are not 
recognized. Hence, we insist that any 
church, or individual, who declares a single 
law of our land “null and void,” and espe- 
cially one so sacred to every American home, 
cannot possibly be 100% American, and is a 
menace to our free institutions. 

Romanism holds that our Government 
‘‘legalizes concubinage which is altogether 
unlawful,” simply because a Protestant re- 
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fuses to accept their religion and go before 
a Papal priest to be married. 

In the “Catechism of the Council of 
Trent” page 313, the Roman canon of law 
says: 

‘‘Without the presence of the Parish priest or 


some other priest commissioned by him, there can 
be no marriage.’’ 


On August 2, 1910, Pope Pius X, issued 
and published throughout the world his 
famous Ne Temere Decree, which is but the 
echo of the same thought expressed by the 
Council of Trent, and being interpreted 
means, that only those marriages are valid 
in which a Priest of the Roman Catholic 
church officiates. In other words, those who 
have not been married by such a Priest are 
living in adultery, and their children are 
illegitimates and bastards. 


It is said that so infamously insulting 
and damnably slanderous to Protestant men 
and women is that ‘Ne Temere Decree” of 
Pope Pius X. that no sooner was it promul- 
gated and made known in Germany than 
Emperor William notified the Pope that if 
his infamous decree was not immediately 
withdrawn or abrogated in so far as it per- 
tained to Germany, he would without fur- 
ther notice summarily expel and drive out 
of his realms every Roman Catholic priest 
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and prelate within the bounds of his juris- 
diction. The pope immediately annulled 
the Decree in so far as it applied to Ger- 
many, but left it in full force and effect as 
applying to the United States. 


How much longer will red-blooded Ameri- 
can men and women tolerate these insults 
from Roman hierarchy? Shall we have to 
acknowledge that Emperor William of Ger- 
many had more respect for his wife and 
children and their good name than has the 
Presidents of these United States with their 
amen and seventy-five million follow- 
ers? 

These Canonical Rules of the Roman 
Catholic church regarding American mar- 
riage laws are an unpardonable insult to 
every non-Catholic married woman and her 
family. Such criminal libel upon our civil 
laws, and reflections upon the sacredness of 
our marriage relationship, shows the hold 
that Romanism has upon this and other 
countries. No such insinuations would be 
allowed as coming from any other church, 
that has not the power of Romanism. 

It must be understood that Civil marriage 
is the only one recognized by our American 
government. The administrator may be 
Protestant, Jewish, Romish, Pagan, or cer- 
tain legal officials, and the contract becomes 
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binding and valid in the eyes of the Govern- 
ment and of God. Romanism says that our 
Government has no right to make laws on 
the subject of marriage, hence invalidates 
every marriage not in accord with her 
Canon law. Sheclaims that marriage is one 
of her seven Sacraments, no one of which 
can be properly or legally celebrated except 
in compliance to her Papal authority and 
law. In other words, the United States 
government must obey the Roman hierarchy 
regarding marriages, but Romanism need 
not obey the American government unless 
it is to the benefit of the Vatican. 


But let us read further some Roman 
Catholic authority on this subject. 

Cardinal Cuesta, published by the Catho- 
lic Extension Society, page 54, says: 


“‘This Protestant doctrine of the negation of 
matrimony led some false Catholic politicians to 
consider Christian matrimony as a Civil contract, 
perfect within itself and distinct from the Sacra- 
ment, hence their determination to introduce civil 
marriage and to consider it as valid, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that according to the laws of the 
Church, since the Council of Trent, Christian matri- 
mony celebrated without the presence of the (Cath- 
olic) priest and witnessed is absolutely null.’’ 


Note again: Syllabus of Pope Pius IX., 
by Montana, pg. 671. 
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‘“‘The Civil contract only is not sufficient for the 
Christian, for such contract is not a sacrament and 
therefore is not true matrimony.”’ 

Again: in the “Higher Catechism,” pre- 
scribed by Pope Pius X., pg. 142, we have: 


‘‘Spouses (husband and wife) who live together, 
united only by Civil marriage, find themselves in 
continuous mortal sin and their union will always 
be illegitimate before God and before the Church.’’ 


Having given the Canonical laws of the 
Roman Catholic church we shall now quote 
some sayings from the Priests: 

Priest Phelan, in the Western Watchman, 
March 28, 1912, said: 


‘Civil marriage is ONLY licensed cohabitation. 
There should be no such legal abomination, and the 
Church should be supreme judge of the marriage 
relation.”’ 


This same priest wrote in this paper un- 
der date November 26, 1914: 


‘What right has a Protestant wife to object to 
her husband having a mistress, and what reason 
has a Protestant husband to object to his wife hav- 
ing a lover? There is absolutely nothing in Prot- 
estant Christianity to prevent it. Luther claimed 
it as one of the glorious privileges of the Gospel.’’ 


Again, this paper, which is published at 
St. Louis, Mo., under date of January 80, 
1913, stated: 

‘‘This country is ceasing to be Yankee and Prot 


estant, because the Yankee and Protestant women 
will neither be virgins nor mothers.”’ 
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Another vile priest, by the name of Cor- 
bett, of Duluth, Minn., in an address before 
the G. A. R., December 10, 1898, said: 


““You Catholics ought to be proud of your wo- 
men; there are no virtuous women in the Protes- 
tant churches.’’ 


We have wondered what these Protestant 
husbands and wives who have since joined 
the Catholic church to please one another, 
have to say regarding such blasphemous 
slurs upon the character of their old 
mother’s or sisters who still remain in the 
Protestant churches? 

The Catholic “Mission Book” pages 462- 
463, says: 


““No valid dispensation, however, can be given 
unless upon the following conditions: 


1. ‘‘It must be mutually agreed upon that the 
Catholic husband or wife shall enjoy perfect lib- 
erty in the exercise of the Catholic religion; 

2. ‘‘That all children shall be educated in the 
Catholic faith; 

3. ‘Besides this, the Catholic party must prom- 
ise to seek the conversion of the other by prayer, 
good example and other prudent means. 

‘‘When a dispensation has been granted upon 
these conditions the marriage may take place with- 
out any sin, but still it must not be supposed that 
such unnatural unions are approved by the Church. 
* She only permits them reluctantly and mournfully. 
SHE FORBIDS THEM TO BE CELEBRATED 
WITHIN THE CHURCH WALLS, OR TO RE- 
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CEIVE THE SOLEMN BENEDICTION OF THE 
PRIEST.”’ 


A protestant man or woman who will 
sell his or her American birthright for a 
“dispensation” to be married by a Papal 

riest, forfeits the respect of every red- 
biosded American, and can in no wise claim 
to bear the stamp of 100% Americanism. 

We shall ever praise God for that wife 
of an engineer in Macon, Ga., who married 
aman reared a Catholic. They were mar- 
ried by a Protestant minister. She was a 
splendid Christian woman. They began 
life happy as two young lovers could be. 
Years came and went. The Catholic priest 
came. He was always dogging the steps 
of the man. The priest told him that he was 
not married, that he was eternally damned if 
they were not married over again by the 
Priest. She rightfully refused. The hus- 
band says, ‘‘but we are not married.’”’ She 
replied, “do you mean to tell me that we 
have been living in adultery all these years? 
Then you can go, but I’LL never consent 
to be married by a Catholic priest and thus 
confess my children illegitimates.” The 
priest separated them. The husband went 
his way, she another. A home blighted and 
lives blasted, all because they were caught 
in the inexorable grind of Romanism. 
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To sum up Roman Catholicism on this 
subject, we have: 


1. The Roman Catholic church standing abso- 
lutely against Protestant marriages and calls it 
‘filthy concubinage.’’ 

2. The Roman Catholic church stands unalter- 
ably against the marriage of Catholics by a Prot- 
estant minister, and holds that it is nothing short 
of adultry. 

3. The Roman Catholic church stands against 
the marriage of a Catholic to a Protestant, but 
permits it by ‘‘special dispensation’’ upon the 
signing away of every right by the Protestant 
party as to his home and posterity, and even then 
is not given the privilege of being married in the 
church. 

4. The Roman Catholic church teaches that 
marriage of a Catholic to a Protestant by a Prot- 
estant minister of civil power is adulterous, null 
and void, and can only be made valid by a marriage 
by the priest. 

Roman Catholicism is a foreign institu- 
tion. It is unAmerican; it is unChristian. 
Darkness and disaster follow in its trail. 
We should have nothing but love in our 
hearts for the individuals who compose the 
system, at the same time we must resist 
their encroachments with all our God-given 
powers. Let us turn on the light. ‘God’s 
truth, and an open Bible. Holding the 
Bible in his hand, Garibaldi, the deliverer 
of Italy, said: “With this cannon we will 
batter down the walls of the Vatican.” 


CHAPTER XVIII. 


THE SCARLET WOMAN 
Revelation 17; 1-6, 18 reads: 


‘‘So he carried me away in the spirit into the 
wilderness. And I saw a woman sit upon a scarlet 
colored beast full of names of blasphemy, having 
seven heads and ten horns. 

‘“‘And the woman was arrayed in purple and 
searlet color, and decked with gold and precious 
stones, and pearls, having a golden cup in her hand 
full of abomination and filthiness of her fornica- 
tion; 

‘‘And upon her forehead was a name written, 
MYSTERY, BABYLON, THE GREAT, THE 
MOTHER OF HARLOTS AND ABOMINATIONS 
OF THE EARTH. 

‘And I saw the woman drunken with the blood 
of the saints, and with the blood of the martyrs of 
Jesus; and when I saw her I wondered with great 
admiration...And the woman that thou sawest is 
the great city which reigneth over the kings of 
the earth.’’ 


The teachings of the book of Revelation 
are, mainly, symbolic. It is a divine revela- 
tion given to John of the things to come, 
and the bringing in of the covenanted king- 
dom. It is a book of JUDGMENTS coming 
upon this earth at the close of the present 
Gentile dispensation, ending with the glor- 
ious appearing of the Son of Man. 
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Revelation shows the end of earthly em- 
pires and rule of man, just as Genesis, the 
first book of the Bible, ’shows the beginning. 
In the study of the 17th chapter, from which 
our subject is taken, there are three objects 
to be identified, viz: The WOMAN, the 
BEAST, the WATERS. 

The ‘BEAST?’ is easily identified. He is 
not a “system” as some would have it, but 
a PERSONALITY. However, he seems to 
be the product of a system, and is yet to be 
manifest in his fulness. The origin of the 
Beast seems to be MORAL and POLITI- 
CAL. In Rev. 18:1 we see his political ori- 
gin, and in the unrest of the nations he be- 
comes a world-power among the democratic 
people of Christendom. In Luke 21;25 we 
have a picture of these days: ‘There shall 
be upon the earth distress of nations, with 
perplexity . . . . the sea and the waves 
roaring.” We shall find later what is meant 
by the “Sea,” “waters.” 

Doubtless this Beast is the anti-Christ 
prophecied in the Scriptures, the last world- 
ruler, who is to arise from the apostate 
Roman Catholic church after the old Roman 
Empire is once more revived, as we shall 
see later. 

Regarding the WATERS and what it 
symbolizes, this is explained in verse 15, 
which says: 
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‘The waters which thou sawest, where the 
whore sitteth, are peoples, and multitudes, and na- 
tions, and tongues.”’ 

It will thus be seen that the ‘Woman’ rules 
over quite a domain. If the ‘ten kingdoms” 
represented in Nebuchadnezzar’s “image” 
and Daniel’s vision include only the four 
empires mentioned therein, they will even 
then cover much of Europe, Asia and Afri- 
ca, and there is no limit to their dependen- 
cies. Hence it will be seen that this harlot 
“sitting” will have universal rule and power 
over most of the known world. 

As to the WOMAN, practically all pro- 
phetic Bible scholars agree that the word 
“Woman” in the Scripture symbolizes the 
CHURCH universal. She is often referred 
to as the “Bride”—“Virgin’—as will be 
Se in II. Cor. 11;2. Eph. 5;24-28. Rev. 

The Church is sometimes symbolized by 
a City, as in Rev. 21;9-10; and while it is 
evident that the Woman is exclusively a 
symbol and not a real woman, yet the City 
is both a symbol and a literal city. 

The Woman in Revelation 17th chapter, 
however, stands in awful contrast to the 
Woman spoken of as the “Bride of Christ.” 
Dr. I. N. Haldeman puts it as follows: 


he true Church is represented by a chaste vir- 
gin. The apostate church of Rev. 17 as a harlot: 
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“The true Church is espoused to one husband, 
Christ. The Harlot holds promiscous commerce 
with the ‘kings of the earth:’ 

“‘The true Church is the mother of saints. This 
Woman is the mother of harlots: 

“‘The true Church is ‘the mystery of godliness.’ 
This scarlet Woman is ‘Mystery, Babylon,’ the 
wicked city symbolizing the apostate church: 

‘*The true Church offers to sinners ‘the cup of 
salvation’ and stands for holiness. This harlot 
holds in her hand a ‘golden cup full of abomina- 
tions and filthiness.’ 

‘“‘The true Church is the ‘Bride of Christ.’ This 
Woman is a corrupt and corrupting harlot, an apos- 
tate professing church of Christ. As a harlot she 
eannot be the true Bride of Christ. 

‘Having shown that the word ‘Woman’ in the 
Bible is a symbol of the Church, it is now necessary 
to identify the woman, ‘harlot,’ of Revelation. 

‘“‘“Her identity is easy. She is called a ‘City 
that reigneth over the kings of the earth.’ Hence, 
a universal city, and if universal, then Catholic, for 
the two words are synonymous. This universal. 
Catholic city then is, symbolically, a Woman. This 
woman, then, can be no other, symbolically, than a 
professed apostate Church, universal-Catholie in its 
scope. 

‘‘Note again that this Woman, this universal- 
Catholic apostate church is exceedingly rich in ‘gold, 
precious stones and pearls.’ Visit the treasuries of 
the Roman Catholic cathedrals, such as the Notre 
Dame of Paris, the St. Peter’s in Rome, and see the 
gold, silver and precious stones, wealth enough to 
cause the envy of kings. 

‘‘Note also that the distinctive color of the Wo- 
man is SCARLET. This Woman, therefore, is a 
church whose official color is scarlet. Remember, 
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then, the scarlet that is in the hat of the Roman 
Catholic cardinals, the scarlet in the robes of the 
Pontiffs and Priests. Scarlet is seen everywhere. 

Note again that it is said of the Woman that she 
not only ‘committed fornication herself, but made 
the inhabitants drunk with the wine of her fornica- 
tion.’ 

‘‘Fornication, in the Bible, symbolizes worldly al- 
liances and idolatry. Idolatry is IMAGE worship. 

‘“‘Then this Woman symbolizes a Church, univer- 
sal-Catholic, which practices, and has taught its 
people to practice, idolatry, and to engage in the 
worship of Images.’’ 


If this does not apply to the present day 
Roman Catholic church, why do they leave 
out of their Bible the portion of the Ten 
Commandments which forbid the worship 
and bowing down to graven images, and in 
order to make up the TEN commandments, 
divide the ninth into two parts? 


Why this piece of news just from Rome, 
dated Sept. 5, 1922, from Associated Press, 
entitled “Pope Statue of Madonna?” 


‘Pope Pius today solemnly blessed and crowned 
the new statue of the Madonna of Loretto...When 
the Pope had pronounced the Latin formula of 
blessing he placed upon the statue a solid gold 
crown...At the conclusion of the ceremony the 
statue was enclosed in a rosewood case with glass 
panels, and taken to the Papal automobile which 
carried it in a procession to the bassilica of the 
church of Santa Maria Magglore, where it will be 
exhibited to the faithful tomorrow.”’’ 
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If these Images are not worshipped, why 
do the laymen in the Laymen’s Oath have 
to swear “‘veneration to the saints and their 
images?” Go to St. Peter’s on a festal day, 
and see the ‘faithful’ bowing down to mar- 
ble images everywhere, doing penance and 
lifting up petitions before the lifeless faces 
of these stone images. 

Quoting Dr. Haldeman again, he says: 

“Note that this scarlet-clad woman is ‘Drunken 
with the blood of the saints and with the blood of 
the martyrs of Jesus. 


““What other universal-Catholic church has ever 
been so drunken with the blood of the saints as 
that of the Roman Catholic church ?’’ 


It was this same wicked power that put 
fifty million of God’s people to death for 
their faith in Jesus Christ, and their refu- 
sal to accept the Roman Catholic religion, 
during the twelve hundred and sixty years 
of the Dark Ages. 

(See MacCaulay’s History of England; 
Motley’s Dutch Republic; D’Aubigne’s His- 
tory of the Reformation; White’s Eighteen 
Christian Centuries; Elliott on Romanism; 
Fox’s Book on Martyrs.) 

Again Dr. Haldeman says: 


‘“‘The CITY of this false, apostate Church is 
plainly located. Note that the last verse of this 
17th chapter says; ‘That Great City, Which Reign- 
eth Over the Kings of the Earth.’ 
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‘‘Now, there was but one GREAT CITY which 
reigned in the days of John, the apostle who wrote 
these words, and that great city was ROME. This 
can also be proved TOPOGRAPHICALLY. We are 
told that the Woman is ‘seated on seven mountains.’ 
That ‘The seven heads (of the Beast) are seven 
mountains, and there are (they are) seven kings.’ 
Verses 9-10. 


“Tt is easily seen that the ‘heads’ symbolizes 
two things—mountains and kings; the mountains 
indicating the place where the kings rule. Now, 
you see that the location of the kings, and the 
Woman, as well as the City, was on the SEVEN 
mountains. 

‘‘In John’s day, as it is today, ROME was seated 
on SEVEN hills. These hills are definitely called 
‘mountains’ in the Bible, and as you know, ROME 
is known in universal history as ‘THE SEVEN- 
HILLED CITY.’ The CITY, then, that is symbo- 
lized in this 17th chapter of Revelation can be no 
other than ROME, and the woman no other than 
the ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH’ both universal- 
Catholic in its rule. 


‘‘Here, then, is the riddle ‘Mystery-Babylon’ 
solved. The City upon the seven mountains is 
ROME; the Woman is the ROMAN church. From 
Rome, the seven-hilled city, the Roman Catholic 
church ruled over the ‘nations, peoples, kindreds 
and tongues,’ counting its subjects by the hundreds 
of millions, and it is in fact a UNIVERSAL-Cath- 
olie church, an actual kingdom over which one man 
as Pope, the Supreme head and claims to be infal- 
lible, Rules. 


‘The name ‘Babylon’ is given, as well as in the 
toe of the Harlot, to set forth the character of 
oth? 
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The ultimate aim, ambition and progress 
of the Roman Catholic church is the REVI- 
VAL of the old Roman Empire. While 
there are many who are not aware of it, yet 
Bible prophecy declares that this revival of 
the old Roman Empire will come to pass, 
and that Romanism will have greater tem- 
poral power than ever in its history. Listen 
to the very significant words from the Liter- 
ary Digest of January 18, 1912, under the 
head, “Italy to Revive Imperial Rome”: 

“Tt is not at the promptings of the capitalists 
and merely for the sake of lucre that Victor Eman- 
uel has siezed upon a section of Northern Africa. 
He feels it in his veins that he and his country 
have a right to recover the conquests of Scipio 
Africanus, or at least to inherent the Empire of 
Trajan. Modern Italy is obsessed with the idea 
of Roman greatness in ancient times. The ambi- 
tion of Italy extends farther north and east than 
Corsica and North Africa. It extends to Constan- 
tinople and the Balkins.”’ 

It is Bible prophecy that the Roman Ca- 
tholic church will again be supported by 
nations of the revived Roman Empire, and 
that she will once more rule and reign with 
temporal power, and that this scarlet-clad 
woman will be seated on the back of this 
revived Roman Empire. 

To properly understand prophecy con- 


cerning the Roman Empire of the past, and 
its revival in the future, it is necessary to 
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) 
study the book of Daniel in connection with 
Revelation, especially the second and 
seventh chapters of Daniel. 

Daniel is distinctively the prophet of the 
“Times of the Gentiles” (Lu. 21324). His 
vision sweeps the whole course of Gentile 
world-rule to its end—to the settling up of 
the Messianic kingdom. It is also necessary 
to have some knowledge of Gentile history 
from the time of the Babylonian Empire in 
the days of Daniel to the present time. 

While Bible prophecy shows the coming 
end of all this Gentile world-rule, it also 
shows the downfall of the Roman Catholic 
church. Revelation 17;16 shows the doom 
of Romanism: how the anti-Christ and the 
revived Roman Empire will turn against 
the “Harlot”—The Roman Catholic church 
—and trample her beneath their feet. How 
they will turn upon her, rend her, burn her 
with fire, abolish her cult, hate her and 
make her desolute and naked, and shall eat 
her flesh. She will then be reaping what 
she has sown in generations past in the 
martyrdom of the saints of God. 


CHAPTER XIX. 


ROMAN DOCTRINE vs. BIBLE 


While this book is not principally written 
to show the errors of the Roman Catholic 
religion, yet in order to prove the asser- 
tion that this so-called ‘‘Universal-catholic 
church” is not a Spiritual body and has 
never functioned as such, but is simply a 
religio-political organization, it is necessary 
to compare the false doctrines of Romanism 
with the Scriptures. 


ROMAN DOCTRINES BIBLE 

1. INFALLIBILITY of Gal. 2:11. ‘‘But when 
Pope, with Peter as Peter was come to An- 
the first. tioch, I withstood him 


to the face, because he 
was to be blamed.”’ 


2. POPE, as ‘‘Head’’ of Eph. 5:23. ‘*For the hus- 
the only true church. band is head of the 
wife, even as Christ is 

HEAD of the Church, 

and HE is the saviour 

of the body.’’ (The 

“‘body’’—the chureh— 

cannot have two heads, 

Christ and the Pope.) 


3 MEDIATION of 1 Tim. 2:5. ‘‘For there is 
Priests, virgin, or one God and _ one 
saints. MEDIATOR between 


God and man, the man 
Jesus Christ.’’ 
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4, TRANSUBSTAN- Seriptures speak meta- 


TIATION. 

(Claiming the bread 
and wine in the 
‘“Mass’’ is converted 
into actual body and 
blood of Christ.) 


. MASS. 

(Claiming the sacri- 
fice is in the sacra- 
ment of the Eucha- 
rist, and the conse- 
eration of those pres- 
ent.) 


6. DEIFYING the vir- 


gin, Mary. 

(St. Liguori’s works 
says: 

‘*All who are saved 
are saved only by 
means of this Divine 
Mother.’’) 


. WORSHIPPING and 
praying to the vir- 
gin. 

(St. Liguori claims 
that ‘Mary appeared 
to St. Bridget and 


Heb. 9:26. 


Mark 3:33-35. 


phorieally, and spirit- 
ually in places, as in: 
Jno. 6:35. ‘‘I am the 
bread.”’ 

Jno. 10:9. ‘‘I am the 


:1. ‘‘I am the 
true vine.’’ 


‘““For then 
must he often have 
suffered since the 
foundation of the 
world; but now ONCE 
in the end of the 
world hath He ap- 
peared to put away 
sin by the sacrifice of 
Himself.’’ 


‘* Jesus 
answered them saying, 
Who is my mother, or 
my brethren? For who- 
soever shall do the will 
of God, the same is 
my brother, and my 
sister and mother.’’ 


Matt. 4:10. ‘‘Then saith 


Jesus unto him, Get 
thee hence Satan; for 
it is written, Thou 
shalt WORSHIP the 
Lord thy God, and 
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said: ‘I am the joy 
of the just and the 
door through which 
sinners are brought 
to God.’ ’’) 


. ROSARY. 


(Catholic Catechism 
says: ‘‘The Rosary 
is a devotion in hon- 
or of the Blessed 
Virgin, which con- 
sists in reciting, each 
week, three pairs of 
fifteen decades. St. 
Dominic was directed 
by the Blessed Vir- 
gin to establish the 
Rosary at the com- 
mencement of the 
13th century. This 
devotion has been the 
means of gaining the 
greatest favors.’’) 


. SACRAMENTS, and 


their efficacy; mak- 
ing them essential to 
salvation. 


CELIBACY of 
Priests; forbidding 
their marriage. 
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Matt. 6:7. 


Gal. 5:6. 
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Him ONLY shalt thou 
serve.’’ 


“‘But when 
ye pray, use not vain 
REPETITIONS, as the 
heathen do; for they 
think that they shail 
be heard for their 
much speaking.’’ 


“‘Neither cir- 
eumcision availeth 
anything, nor uncir- 
cumcision; but FAITH 
which worketh love.”’ 


Prov. 18:22. ‘‘Who find- 


eth a WIFE findeth a 
good thing, and ob- 
taineth favor with the 
Lord.’’ 

1 Tim. 4:3. 
ding to marry, 


‘‘Horbid- 
and 


186 ROMANISM VS. AMERICANISM 


commanding to _  ab- 
stain from meats, 
which God has created 
to be received with 
thanksgiving of them 
which believe and 
know the truth.’’ 


11. PREACHING in 1 Cor. 14:9,19. ‘‘So like- 
Latin. wise ye, except ye ut- 
ter by the tongue 

words easy to be un- 

derstood, how shall it 

be known what is 

spoken? For ye shall 

speak in the air... Yet 

in the Church I would 

rather _ speak five 

words with my under- 

standing, that by my 

voice I might teach 

>thers also, than ten 

chousand words in an 

UNKNOWN tongue.’’ 


12. RITUALISM. Jno. 4:23. ‘‘But the hour 

cometh, and now is, 
when the true wor- 
shippers shall worship 
the Father in SPIRIT 
and in truth, for the 
Father seeketh such to 
worship him.”’ 
Col. 2:14. ‘‘Blotting 
out the handwriting of 
ORDINANCES that 
was against us.’’ 
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. SALVATION by 
Works. 
(‘The Catechism of 


Perseverance’’ says: 
“The effects of Holy 
Water are: 

Ist. ‘‘To chase away 
the devil; 

2nd. ‘‘To aid in heal- 
ing the sick; 

3rd. ‘‘To obtain help 
from God; 


4th. ‘‘To aid in the 
remission of venial 
sin.’’ 


14. AURICULAR Con- 
fession to priest. 
Based on Jas. 5:16. 
(Note Chapter IX.) 


JUDICIAL Absolu- 
tion. 

(St Liguori says: ‘‘A 
woman can deny her 
adultry under oath, 
provided she has 
been to confess, and 
received absolution; 
for then the sin has 
been pardoned, and 
has really ceased to 
exist.’’) 
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Eph. 2:8-9. ‘‘For by 
GRACE are ye saved 
through FAITH; and 
that not of yourselves, 
it is the gift of God; 
NOT OF WORKS lest 
any man should 
boast.”’ 

Jno. 4:24. ‘‘God is Spir- 
it; and they that wor- 
ship Him in spirit and 
in truth.’’ 


Jas. 5:16. ‘‘Confess your 
faults one to another, 
and pray one for 
another, that ye may 
be healed.’’ 

(This is in no sense 
auricular. ) 


Gal. 2:16. ‘‘Knowing 
that a man is not justi- 
fied by the works of 
the law, but by the 
faith of Jesus Christ, 
even we have believed 
in Jesus Christ, that 
we might be JUSTI- 
FIED by the FAITH 
of Christ, and not by 
the works of the law 
shall no flesh be justi- 
fied.’’ 
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16. DAYS—FEASTS, Gal. 4:10-11. ‘‘Ye ob- 
ete. serve days, and months 
and times, and years. 
I am afraid of you 
lest I have bestowed 
upon you labour in 

vain.’’ 


17. INVOCATION of Psa. 65:2. ‘‘O, Thou that 


Saints. hearest prayer, unto 
THEE shall all flesh 
ecome,’’ 


Acts 10:25-26. ‘‘And as 
Peter was coming in, 
Cornelius met him, 
and fell down at his 
feet, and worshipped 
him. But Peter took 
him up, saying, Stand 
up; I MYSELF ALSO 
AM A MAN.”’ 

Rev. 19:10. ‘‘And I fell 
at his feet to worship 
him. And he said unto 
me, See thou do it not; 
I am thy fellow-serv- 
ant, and of thy breth- 
ren that have the testi- 
mony of Jesus; wor- 
ship God for the testi- 
mony of Jesus is the 
spirit of prophecy.’’ 

18. KEEPING BIBLE Isa. 34:16. ‘‘Seek ye out 
from the laity, and of the book of the 
people in ignorance. Lord, and READ.’’ 

Lu. 11:52. ‘‘Woe unto 
you, lawyers; for ye 
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19. COMMUNION for a 
portion of the laity. 


20. IMAGE WORSHIP. 
(Read ‘‘Laymen’s 
Oath.’’) 


21. SALVATION alone 
through baptism into 
the Roman church. 
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have taken away the 
KEY of KNOWL 
EDGE; ye entered not 
in yourselves and 
them that were enter- 
ing in ye hindered.”’ 


Matt. 26 :26-27. ‘‘And He 
took the cup, and gave 
thanks, and gave it to 
them, saying, drink ye 
ALL of it.’’ 


Ley. 26:1. “‘Ye shall 
make no idols nor 
graven IMAGH, neith- 
er rear you up a stand- 
ing image, neither shall 
ye set up any image 
of STONE in your 
land, to BOW DOWN 
unto it, for I am the 
Lord your God.’’ 


Jno. 3:3. “Jesus an- 
swered and said unto 
him, Verily, verily, I 
say unto thee, except 
a man be born again, 
he cannot see the king- 
dom of God.’’ 

Jno. 3:16. ‘‘For God so 
loved the world that 
He gave His only be- 
gotten Son, that who- 
soever BELIEVETH in 
Him shall not perish 
but have everlasting 
hife.’’ 
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22. 


23. 


24. 


PURGATORY; or 
chance after death. 
(Catholic Catechism 
says: 

‘Purgatory is a tra- 
dition of the pagans 
themselves. We see 
in their history that 
they offered sacrifices 
for the dead, and 
that they prayed for 
them; this usage is 
found even among 
savage nations.’’) 


PENANCES. 
(Bodily afflictions 
because of sin.) 


INDULGENCES. 

(A tract printed by 
Benziger Bros., copy- 
righted 1910, papal 
printers, N. Y., en- 
titled ‘‘How to Prof- 
it by the Mission,’’ 
regarding I[n- 
dulgences, says: 


‘‘An indulgence of sev- 
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(Nowhere is baptism 
made an essential to 
salvation.) 


Jno. 3:36 ‘‘He that be- 
lieveth on the Son 
hath everlasting life, 
and he that believeth 
not the Son shall not 
see life; but the wrath 
of God abideth on 
him.’’ 

Matt. 25:46. ‘‘ And these 
shall go away into 
everlasting punish- 
ment; but the right- 
eous into life eternal.’’ 
(These passages recog- 
nize no third place as 
‘‘purgatory.’’) 


1 Tim. 4:8. ‘‘For BOD- 
ILY exercise profiteth 
little; but godliness is 
profitable unto all 
things.’’ 


Acts 8:20. ‘‘But Peter 
said unto him, Thy 
MONEY perish with 
thee, because thou hast 
thought that the gift 
of God may be pur- 
chased with money.’’ 
(It is a well known 
fact that many ‘‘in- 
dulgences’’ are pur- 
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en years and seven 
times forty days is 
granted for each ser- 
mon and instruction 
heard; a plenary in- 
dulgence is granted 
to all who make the 
Mission as explained 
above. Another plen- 
ary indulgence is at- 
tached to the Papal 
blessing given at the 
end of the Mis- 
sion.’’) 


TRADITIONS, equal 
to God’s revelation. 
(Page 295 Catholic 
Catechism says: 

‘‘The seapular is a 
devotion in honor of 
the Blessed Simon 
Stock, Superior of 
the Carmelites, in the 
12th century. The 
Blessed Virgin prom- 
ised him that those 
who would wear the 
seapular, would have 
extraordinary grace 
for obtaining a good 
death...to deliver 
from Purgatory the 
Saturday after their 
death all the depart- 
ed members.’’) 
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Mark 7:7-9. 
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chased from the priests 
by the members.) 


‘“Howbeit 
in vain do they wor- 
ship me, teaching for 
doctrines the com- 
mandment of God, ye 
hold the TRADITION 
of men.”’ 

“And he said unto 
them, Full well ye re- 
ject the commandment 
of God, that ye may 
keep your own TRA- 
DITIONS.’’ 

‘“‘Beware of the Tra- 
ditions of the fathers.’’ 
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26. 


27. 


28. 


20: 
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EXCLUSIVE IN- 
TERPRETATION of 
the Bible by Pope 
and Council. 


DISTINGUISHING 
between VENIAL 
and MORTAL sins. 


CONDONING | Sins, 
as of the Inquisition, 
ete. 

St. Liguori, L. 2 says: 
(‘Though lying is 
forbidden, we may be 
allowed to conceal 
the truth, or to dis- 
guise it under ambig- 
uous or _ equivocal 
words or signs for a 
just cause...If, for 
example you are 
among heretical peo- 
ple. You are allowed 
to use mental reser- 
vation when there is 
a grave reason Yor 
doing so.’’) 


DOING EVIL that 
good may come. (As 
in the case of Jesuit 
murders.) 
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2 Tim. 3:15-16. ‘‘And 
that FROM A CHILD 
thou hast known the 
holy seriptures which 
are able to make thee 
wise unto salvation 
through faith which 
is in Christ Jesus.’’ 
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righteousness is sin.’’ 
Rom. 6:23. ‘‘The wages 
of SIN is death.’’ 


Prov. 28:13. “‘He=that 
COVERETH his sins 
shall not prosper, but 
whoso confesseth and 
forsaketh them shall 
have mercy.’’ 


‘‘Be sure your sins will 
find you out.’’ 


‘“Whatsoever a man sow- 
eth, that shall he al- 
so reap.”’ 


Rom. 6:1. ‘‘ What shall 
we say then, shall we 
continue in sin that 
grace may abound? 


30. 


31. 


32. 
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St. Thomas, Vol IV., 
p. 91, says: 
“‘Heretics must be 
killed.’’ 


DOCTRINE OF 
FORCE; or ‘‘might 
is right.’’ 


CURSE upon HE- 
RETICS. 

(The Lateran Coun- 
eil says: 

‘““We excommunicate 
and curse every her- 
esy...by whatever 
name, they may be 
known...and to ex- 
tirpate all heretics.’’ 


OPPOSITION to re- 
ligious freedom. 


AMERICANISM 193 
God forbid. 
Rom. 12:20. ‘‘Therefore 


if thy enemy hunger, 
feed him; if he thirst, 
give him drink.’’ 


Rom. 13 :10. ‘‘ Love work- 
eth no ill to his neigh- 
bor; therefore love is 
the fulfilling of the 
law.”’ 

Matt. 26:52. ‘‘Then said 
Jesus unto them, put 
up thy sword into its 
place, for all they 
that take the sword 
shall perish with the 
sword.’’ 


Rom. 12:14. ‘‘Bless them 
that persecute you; 
bless and curse not.’’ 


“Thou shalt not kill.’’ 


Gal. 5:1. ‘‘Stand fast 
therefore in the LIB- 
ERTY wherewith 
Christ hath made us 
FREE, and be not en- 
tangled again with the 
YOKE of BOND- 
AGE.’’ 
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83. CATHOLIC DOMI- 


34. 


NATION, POLITI- 
CALLY, of all na- 
tions. 


ROMAN ECCLESI- 
ASTICISM vs. De- 
mocracy of the ear- 
ly church. 


Jno. 18:36. 


Luke 20:25. 


Rom. 
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Jesus said, 
My kingdom is not of 
this world; if my king- 
dom were of this world 
then would my serv- 
ants fight that I 
should not be deliv- 
ered to the Jews’’... 
‘“‘Then He 
said unto them, render 
therefore unto Caesar 
the things which be 
Caesar’s, and unto God 
the things that be 
God’s.’’ 


16:5 shows the 
modesty of the early 
churches ; 


Gal. 5:1 shows the lib- 


erty of the members 
in Christ; 


Acts 10:47 shows all the 


members voting in the 
church. 


CHAPTER XX. 


EUROPE TODAY 


Europe today is unconsciously clamoring 
for the ideals and principles of American 
liberty and democracy. She is groping in 
the twilight for religious liberty. 

Dr. E. Y. Mullins, who has recently 
visited and made a study of European con- 
ditions, states: 


‘One of the providences of God in the late world- 
war was the giving of the Gospel of liberty to the 
European peoples. The old system of feudalism has 
passed, and the masses are throwing off the yoke 
of kings, popes and lords. The shackles of eccle- 
siasticism are being broken, and the Reformation 
begun by the martyred John Huss, Savonarola, 
Wyeliff, and continued by Martin Luther, will be 
preached as never before in the countries of Eu- 
rope. 


‘“‘Bven men who are opposed to the Bible and 
Christianity in Europe are placing in their plat- 
form the principles approved by the Christian 
Protestants of America. The only Christianity 
which these men have known in years past has 
been that found in the State churches of Europe. 

“Tt is said that the ‘Freethinkers Congress’ 
held in Paris, composed of atheists, infidels and 
unbelievers of all types, met for four days to dis- 
cuss political, civic and religious problems. These 
men were said to have been opposed to the Bible, 
church, God, and to Christianity, and yet when 
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they put forth their platform at the end of the 
Congress nearly every vital plank in it was one 
which Christian Protestants of America would ap- 
prove and maintain. The chief planks in the plat- 
form were as follows: 

1. ‘‘The demand that there should be no inter- 
ference with the State. 

2. ‘‘There should be no interference with the 
Church. 

3. ‘‘The right of every man to worship God or 
not to worship Him, according to the dictates of 
his own conscience. 

4. ‘The right of every man to have a voice in 
the Government under which he lives. 

‘‘These Freethinkers had only known the great 
organized ecclesiasticisms under the name of re- 
ligion that had been used of men for their own 
selfish designs. While it is true that many in Ku- 
rope are unconsciously clamoring for civil and re- 
ligious liberty, yet on the other hand the Vatican 
is leaving no stone unturned for the restoration 
of the power of the Papacy, and many are looking 
again to the authority of the Pope to curb the pas- 
sions of men and to save them from the reign of 
Bolshevism. Some European countries are again 
sending Ambassadors to the Vatican, which is a 
deadly peril, and if the Papacy should again ob- 
tain a grip on these countries it would delay their 
progress for many years to come.’’ 


Dr. Mullins further states: 


‘“‘There are little groups of spiritual people all 
over Europe hungering and thirsting for a Spirit- 
ual religion. We found them in France, Belgium, 
Holland, Denmark, Sweden, Norway, Finland, 
large numbers of them in Russia, Roumania, Hun- 
gary, Austria, Italy and in Spain. Throughout Eu- 
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rope the spirit of God is working...In many coun- 
tries there are inner spiritual movements in the 
state churches, made up of men and women who 
ean no longer endure the formalism and emptiness 
of the state churches. 

‘In the early stages of the World War the ques- 
tion was often asked, ‘Does not the world-war prove 
that Christianity is a failure? ‘Look,’ said men, 
‘Europe has had Christianity for two thousand 
years, and yet it has not been able to prevent the 
world war.’ But my reply to this is that the war 
did not prove that Christianity is a failure, but 
that everything else is a failure. Europe had art, 
science, philosophy, scholarship; all these failed. 
But Europe did not have the Christianity of the 
New Testament. Europe had only great ecclesi- 
astical systems, great state churches. Europe had 
been inoculated with formalism bearing the name 
of Christian. Europe had been vaccinated against 
Christianity. So the world war was not produced 
by any failure of Christianity, but only by the fail- 
ure of those systems which were labeled Christian 
but which at heart were largely pagan. 

‘“‘Kurope needs missions just as truly as Japan 
and Cnina. This is not to say, of course, that there 
are no Christians in Europe, but it means that 
European civilization is not a Christian civilization. 

“‘The needs of Europe are as follows: 

1. ‘‘Free church in a free state. 

2. ‘‘The individual, vs. the close ecclesiastical 
corporation. 

3. ‘‘The direct relation of the soul to God, vs. 
the indirect. 

4. ‘‘The authority of Christ, vs. the authority 
of priest and pope. 

5. ‘*Free grace, vs. sacramental grace. 

6. ‘‘Believers’ baptism, vs. infant baptism. 
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7. ‘‘Personal faith, vs. proxy faith. 


8. ‘‘Priesthood of all believers, vs. priesthood 
of a class. 


9. ‘‘Authority of the Bible, vs. the authority 
of tradition. 

10. ‘‘Democracy in the church, vs. autocracy. 

11. ‘‘New Testament in its Spiritual simplicity, 
vs. a New Testament modified to suit convenience. 

12. ‘‘A program which keeps the Gospel pure, 
vs. a program which relies upon combinations and 
outward elements of power.’’ 


In the closing of this book, may we ask 
what is the mission of every true Christian 
and 100% American in these trying times? 
As we see it, our mission is to AGITATE, 
ORGANIZE, and EVANGELIZE. We 
should agitate because the Roman Catholic 
church loves darkness rather than light. 
Out of the agitating there is bound to crysta- 
lize a sentiment that is needed to awake 
Protestantism from her long sleep. 

We should organize, because no political 
party on earth is so well organized as the 
Roman church, and therein is her strength. 
We should vote and call upon the candi- 
dates to show their colors. The Roman Cath- 
olic church has long made religious affilia- 
tion the basis of political qualification. Self- 
preservation demands that we do as much. 
Under no consideration would they vote for 
a Protestant candidate when a Catholic is 
running. 
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We must evangelize, because nothing 
liberates the body, mind, and spirit like the 
glorious Gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ. 
A courageous, Christian citizenship is the 
hope of our institutions, as well as the na- 
tions of earth. After all it is a matter of 
personal regeneration, and not alone social 
reformation that will stand the test. This 
old world needs a NEW HEART, which 
she can have only as it is found in the indi- 
vidual. Such a heart works inward and 
outward; inward, when one turns from sin 
to righteousness; outward, when it finds ex- 
pression in service to Christ and others. The 
world has many educated, cultured, estheti- 
cal, altruistic, and moral people, many well 
meaning philanthropists and humanitarians 
who think that Christianity consists only in 
the over-throw of selfishness, and at the 
same time reject the Christ of Christianity. 
True Christianity aids in producing these 
effects, but they do not cause Christianity. 


Propagation is the law of life, hence, if 
true Christianity, as Protestants see it, has 
done so much for the enlightenment and 
liberty of America, should we not try and 
evangelize as well as Americanize the aliens 
within our gates? 


Then, if the Gospel of Christ is beneficial 
to the foreigner among us, why not send this 
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Gospel of Freedom from sin, superstition, 
and ecclesiasticism to the Papal-ridden 
countries of earth? If we do not Chris- 
tianize and Americanize them, they will 
Romanize and Paganize us. 

Over against the apostate Roman Catho- 
lie church, God has His true visable church, 
the saved believers in Christ. 

Robert Burdette truly says: 


“‘T love the democratic churches; the recogni- 
tion of the right of private judgment, the liberty 
of personal opinion. I love the free responsibility 
of the human soul, standing on a level platform 
face to face with God, with no shadow of pope, 
or bishop, or priest, or man-made creed falling be- 
tween himself and his Master.’’ 


The early church spread rapidly with 
house to house visitations. The home has 
ever been the most fertile field for the Lord’s 
work. Should not Protestant believers try 
and bring Christ into the hearts and home 
of every man, Catholic or Protestant? Let 
us carry this gospel of love, goodness, long- 
suffering and peace to the burdened souls 
of mankind at home and abroad, the world 
over, and thus hasten the day when our Lord 
of lords and King of kings shall rule in 
sovereign grace. 
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